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Digests of Recent Opinions 





FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES— 
PRACTICE — One asserting a 
claim at law against a defend- 
ant for money damages need 
not first reduce that claim to 
judgment or other lien before 
filing an action to set aside a 
fraudulent conveyance by the 
defendant. 

—It is no longer necessary that 
a creditor have a judgment or 
other lien on property before 
seeking to set aside a fraudu- 
lent conveyance thereof; the 
claims may be joined or the 
Chancery Division action stay- 
ed pending disposition of the 
Law Division action. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kilkenny, J.A.D. rendered Nov. 
22, 1961. Appellate Div. Deerhurst 
v. Meadow et al. For appellant— 
Seymour Margulies (Rubenstein 
& Glick, attys). For respondents 
Saul J. Zucker (Kristeller, 
Zucker, Lowenstein & Cohen). 

Plaintiff instituted suit against 
the corporate defendant to re- 
cover damages for an alleged 
breach of contract. While this 
suit was pending, plaintiff insti- 
tuted the present action in the 
Chancery Division to set aside 
allegedly fraudulent conveyances 
by the corporate defendant to the 
individual defendant. While the 
damage action was still pending 
on the question of liability but 
after the amount of the damages 
had been fixed, defendant suc- 
cessfuliy moved to dismiss the 
complaint to set aside the con- 
veyances. The dismissal was on 
the sole ground that plaintiff was 
not then the holder of a judg- 
ment or other lien against the 
property. Plaintiff appeals from 
this dismissal. 

Held: Prior to the 1947 Consti- 
tution and the rules of practice 
effective thereunder, it was 
deemed necessary, in order to 
Satisfy constitutional require- 


ing litigation which might never 
result in a judgment in his favor. 
While the wisdom of the policy 
might be debated, this court 
must obey the mandate of super- 
ior authority and allow the pro- 
cedure. This new procedure does 
not mean that conveyances will 
be set aside as fraudulent before 
the creditor’s claim has been re- 


duced to judgment or other lien, | 


Notice To The Bar 


At the request of the Supreme 
| Court, its Committee on Rules is 
undertaking an immediate re- 
examination and re-evalation 
of Rule 1:26, Prohibited Practice 
|of Attorneys, with special con- 
sideration to be given to para- 
graph (b) of Rule 1:26-8, adopted 
effective September 11, 1961, de- 
fining, for purposes of Rule 1:26, 
the term “municipal attorney” 
as including attorneys for local 





but it does permit the filing of a | governmental units operating in 


complaint for that purpose, so/| 2 Municipality, such as attorneys 
that judgments subsequently ob-| for boards of education, plan- 
tained may have a better chance/ning boards, boards of adjust- 
of being satisfied. ;}ment, housing authorities, and 
The judgment dismissing the | the like. a is this rule, for ex- 
complaint and discharging the | 2mple, be hich precludes an at- 
lis pendens is reversed and the | bO™NeY spol board of education, 
complaint restored to the trial | and the members of his firm as 
calendar, but hearing thereon is | well, from practicing in the 
stayed until disposition of the municipal court or before the 


| verdict or, in the alternative for 





ments, for a creditor to have a} 
judgment or lien before he could | 
have a conveyance set aside as| 
fraudulent by the old Court of | 
Chancery. This was based on the | 
view that Equity’s jurisdiction in | 
these cases depended on a judg-| 
ment at law or a lien as the| 
Court of Chancery could not de- | 
termine actions for debt or for| 
damages arising out of breach| 
of contract, this power being | 
solely within the jurisdiction of | 
the law courts. 

Our present Superior Court, | 
with general jurisdiction, both 
legal and equitable, no longer 
suffers from the constitutional | 
limitations on the old Court of | 
Chancery. Hence the reason for | 
the rule above stated and laid | 
down by the old cases no longer | 
exists. Our Supreme Court, un- | 
der its rule making power, by| 
R.R. 4:31-2, and the legislature, | 
by NJ.S.A. 25:2-16, have elimin-! 
ated the necessity of first reduc- 
ing a money claim to a judgment | 
before instituting an action to| 
set aside a fraudulent convey- | 
ance. Under the rule both claims 
may be set up in one action. 

Defendants contend plaintiff is | 
not only not a judgment creditor, | 
but is not even a creditor of a 
liquidated indebtedness and is 
simply a claimant of unliquidat- 
ed damages for an alleged breach 
of contract. The necessity of the 
creditor’s claim being liquidated | 
need not be explored here be- 
cause the damages have been 
made liquidated in the prior law 
action. 

There is no merit in defend- 
ant’s argument that a literal ap- 
plication of R.R. 4:31-2 and 
N.J.S.A. 25:2-16 would interfere 
with the free alienability of pro- 
perty, by permitting a plaintiff to 
prevent a transfer of title pend- 








| gas 


pending Law Division action. 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


governing body or any Official, 
board or agency in a municipal- 
ity within the geographical area 
served by the board of education. 





November 21 to November 27, 1961 


NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law | 


To give members of the bar 
ample opportunity to make 
known to the Committee their 


views on Rule 1:26, the Com- 
mittee will hold an open hearing 


library. Any member of the bar may|on Saturday, December 9, 1961 


secure a copy of the opinion in any | 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. | 
SUPREME COURT 
Appeals—None 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted—Graham vy. Asbury 
Park, 69 N. J. Super 256 
SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Cahill v. Mundet Cork Corp. et 


als (A-506-60, decided November | Courts, State 


16, 1961) } 

Affirmed Law Div. judgment | 
for plaintiff in amount of jury| 
verdict of $30,000 and its order 
denying defendant’s motion for 
judgment notwithstanding the | 





a new trial as to all issues. Dur- 
ing the course of his employment | 
plaintiff, employee of subcon-| 
tractor engaged by defendant | 
general contractor to install roof | 
of industrial plant that defend- 
ant was enlarging, started down 
ladder which wobbled, leading | 
plaintiff to grab a 380-pound | 
steel lintel which had been in- | 
stalled by defendant and which | 
became loose and knocked plain- | 
tiff down the ladder. The general | 
contractor was in possession and | 
control of the building under 
construction, and the subcon- 
tractor and its employees had 
the right to assume that the 
structural parts of the building 
and the area of the walls ex- 
tending to the roof were rea- 
sonably safe. 
American National Red Cross, et | 
als v. Shotmeyer Bros. Inc., et als. 
(decided November 22, 1961) 
Affirmed Chan. Div. judgment 
denying injunctive relief against 
defendant’s constructing a gaso- 
line station next door to building 
owned and used by Red Cross. 
While zoning ordinance prohibits 
station within 300 feet of| 
place of public assembly seating | 








|}over 100 persons, that ordinance | 


contains no standards to deter- | 
mine whether Red Cross build- | 








(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 








Expect New Uniform | 


| Commercial Code To Be | 


Signed Into Law | 
It is expected that the Uniform | 
Commercial Code, passed by the 
legislature last week, will be sign- 
ed into law by Governor Meyner 
at formal ceremonies today. 

The Code as adopted by the 
Legislature will become effective 
in New Jersey on January 1, 1963, 
if signed by the Governor today. 





;members of 


| | District Court that the sup- 


commencing at 10:00 AM. The 
hearing will be in the Assembly 


Hall (2nd floor) of the Essex 
County Bar Foundation at 15 
Bleecker Street, Newark. All 


the bar are invited 
to attend. In addition, the Com- 
mittee will be pleased to receive 
any written suggestions or com- 


|ments with respect to Rule 1:26. 


| These should be addressed to the 

Administrative Director of the 
House Annex, 
Trenton, and should be in his 
hands, if possible, before the date 
of the hearing. 

The Supreme Court has au- 
thorized me to announce that 
attorneys for boards of education 
organized under Chapter 7 of 
Title 18 may practice without the 
restriction of Rule 1:26 until the 
Court determines the applicabil- 
ity of the Rule. 

Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director 
of the Courts 


Los Angeles Judges’ 
Group Votes Against 
Night Court Sessions 





Los Angeles (ACCN)—A five- 
judge committee of the Los 
Angeles Mu pal Court has re- 
jected the idea of holding night 
court sessions 

In a report prepared recently 
for the Los Angeles City Council, 
e, whose statement 
was approved by a majority of 
the entire court, numbering al- 
most 50 members, said that “we 
believe there is no more logic nor 











reason seriously considering 
night sessions of the Municipal 
Court at t time than there is 
in suggesting that every public 
agency with which it is neces- 


sary for citizens to deal from 
time to time be open for business 
at night.” 


| U.S. District Court 
| Notice Re: Gifts 


It is the policy of the U.S. 








| porting personnel of the court | 
are prohibited from accepting | 
gifts or gratuities from attor- 
neys, title companies, auc- 
tioneers, and other persons 
who have business with the 
court and any branch of it.| 
The cooperation of all mem- 
bers of the Bar and other per- 
sons having business with the 
court will be appreciated. 
Michael Keller, Jr. 
= Clerk 











Florida Court Upholds Professional 
Incorporation Act 





Tallahassee, Fla. (ACCN)—In 
a recent pioneering decision the 
Florida Supreme Court has up- 
held the validity of this state’s 
new professional incorporation 
act. Ruling unanimously on Oc- 
tober 11, the tribunal said that 
the law does not transgress the 
canons of ethics of the Florida 
state bar as long as an individual 
attorney does not allow his. in- 
corporation to interfere with the 
traditional personal lawyer- cli- 
ent relationship. 

Some 16 states in the last year 
or two have enacted this type of 
statute which is designed to al- 
low lawyers and other profes- 
sional persons to take advantage 
of the income-tax benefits norm- 
ally available to business cor- 
porations in the area of pension 
plans and retirement funds. 

The accumulation of such 
funds and benefits would be well- 
nigh impossible for professional 

















Decision Of Interest 


WORKMENS COMPENSATION 
—An accident arises out of and 
in the course of employment 
where a condition attached to 
or incident to the employment 
becomes a factor in the hap- 
pening. 

—Held, salesman injured on way 
home after work when his car 
skidded into a parked car as 
a probable result of his having 
become slightly intoxicated 
while drinking with a custo- 
mer of his employer, to main- 
tain and encourage the cus- 
tomer’s good will, suffered a 
compensable accident where 
the taking out of a customer 
for a drink was authorized and 
paid for by the employer as 
part of the employee’s duty to 
promote good will. 

C. P. No. D - 51501 
JUDGMENT 
MARY O’REGAN, 
Petitioner, 
-Vs- 

NEW JERSEY 
HARDWARE CO., 

Respondent. : 

This is a proceeding brought 
by Mary O’Regan, as petitioner, 
against New Jersey Hardware 
Company, as respondent, seeking 
compensation for herself and 
her three children as total de- 
pendents of Dermott F. O’Regan, 
her deceased husband, under and 
by virtue of the provision of Rev. 
St. 1937, 34:15-7 et seq., “pre- 
scribing the liability of an em- 
ployer to make compensation for 
injuries received by an employee 
in the course of employment, 
establishing an elective schedule 
of compensation and regulating 
procedure for the determination 
of liability and compensation 
thereunder”, together with the 
several acts amendatory thereof 
and supplemental thereto. 

A dependent’s claim petition 
was duly filed with the Secretary 
of the Division of Workmen’s 
Compensation at his office in 
Trenton, New Jersey, to which 
the respondent filed its answer. 
In regular course the matter 
came on for trial before me, John 
J. Stahl, one of the Judges of 
Compensation, 

The petitioner was represented 
by Lester C. Martin, Esq. - Her- 
man M. Wilson, Esq., appearing. 

The respondent was represent- 
ed by Messrs. Schneider, Lust- 
bader & Morgan, - William F. 
Perry, Esq., appearing. 

Upon the conclusion of the 
trial, briefs were submitted by 
counsel, which have been care- 
fully examined by me. 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 





persons from the tax point of 
view without the utilization of 
the corporate form. These plans 
can also benefit their office and 
secretarial staffs. 

The Florida court decision 
specifically found that this pen- 
sion-retirement aspect was the 
principle income-tax benefit to 
be derived from utilizing the 
Florida act. 

The Florida Supreme Court 
ruling is believed to be the first 
by any state high court passing 
on the validity of professional in- 
corporation statutes. Technically, 
the Florida court was acting in 
its capacity as governor and reg- 
ulator of the Florida state bar 
which has the integrated bar 
type of organization. Observers 
believe its ruling has general ap- 
plication as precedent, however, 
for other professions than the 
law, and for similar laws in other 
states. 

The court said that there was 
nothing “devious or evasive” 
about the incorporation statute, 
and that it was a “frank and 
forthright effort to adapt certain 
business and professional rela- 
tionships to the requirements of 
the Internal Revenue Service.” 

Under the Florida law, it is 
possible for even one attorney or 
other covered professional per- 
son to form a “corporation sole” 
with respect to himself alone. 

The Committee on Profession- 
al Ethics of the American Bar 
Association has promised an 
opinion on the professional ethics 
aspect of this type of corporation 
whether utilized by a lawyer 
practising alone or by several 
lawyers in association. 


New York Court Officials 
Would Aid Auto Case 
Settlements 





New York (ACCN) — A New 
York City judge and a court clerk 
have suggested a plan whereby 
out-of-court settlements in auto- 
mobile accident cases would be 
encouraged by penalizing the 
party who did not settle and later 
lost in court. 

Such a party would be re- 
quired, under the plan, to pay 
the attorney’s fees of the win- 
ning party, which frequently are 
fairly large in this type of liti- 
gation. 

The plan was suggested by 
Judge Abraham N. Geller of the 
New York City Court of General 
Sessions, and Samuel Spindel, a 
special deputy clerk in the New 
York State Supreme Court, in a 
series of three articles in the 
New York Law Journal. 

(In New York, the Supreme 
Court is a court of first instance, 
ranking just above numerous 
county and local city courts.) 

The Geller-Spindel plan would 
penalize parties who reject a 
reasonable compromise or coun- 
ter-offer and insist on going to 
trial, and who then find the court 
or jury rendering a verdict in 
accord with the rejected pro- 
ferred settlement. Adequate time 
before trial would be afforded 
both sides in which to make a 
series of offers and counter-of- 
fers. 

Judge Geller said that the pro- 
posal would particularly affect 
insurance companies who are re- 
luctant to make reasonable set- 
tlements. Certain of these com- 
panies, he declared, “refuse to 
offer or contribute the full 
amount of their policy limits, 
even when the liability is prac- 
tically undisputed and the dam- 
ages far in excess of the policy 
limits.” 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





JURISDICTION — The sale by a 
foreign corporation of its prod- 
ucts to an independent distrib- 
utor outside the state for in- 
tended distribution, resale and 
ultimate sale thereof in other 
states including New Jersey, 
and the promotion of its prod- 
ucts by advertising in national 
magazines circulating in New 
Jersey, are insufficient con- 
tacts to confer jurisdiction in 
personam over the corporation. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Labrecque, J.S.C. rendered Nov. 

24, 1961. Dowd v. Boro Drugs and 

Roux Laboratories. For plain- 

tiff—Joseph Butt. For Roux— 

Theodore W. Geiser (Mrs. Sonia 

Napolitano on the brief. Shaw, 

Pindar, McElroy & Connell, 

attys). 

Plaintiff purchased a bottle of 
shampoo from defendant Boro 
Drugs in its drug store in New 
Jersey. The shampoo was man- 
ufactured by defendant Roux 
Laboratories, Inc. a New York 
corporation. On using the sham- 
poo she allegedly sustained injur- 
ies for which she sued Boro and 
Roux. Roux was served in New 
York by Registered Mail under 
R.R. 4:4-4(d). It moved to quash 
the service on the ground it was 
not subject to in personam jur- 
isdiction in New Jersey. The trial 
court denied its motion and 
Roux obtained leave to appeal. 

The proofs were that Roux oc- 
cupies no real estate and has no 
office in New Jersey. It has no 
salesmen. It sells all its products 
to Paragon Distributors, an in- 
dependent distributing company 
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which antedated Roux, in New 
York for resale throughout the 
United States. Paragon in turn 
sold to jobbers from one of which 
Boro Drugs purchased their pro- 
ducts. Roux advertised the pro- 
duct in some national magazines 
which circulate in New Jersey 
and also in some newspapers. 

The question thus is whether 
the sale by Roux of its products 
in New York to a distributor for 
resale and distribution in New 
Jersey and other states, and the 
advertising in national maga- 
zines circulating in New Jersey, 
constitute sufficient minimal 
contacts between it and this 
state to support jurisdiction over 
it. 

Held: Prior to 1945, jurisdiction 
in personam over a foreign cor- 
poration was founded upon 
“presence” of the corporation 
within the state and the extent 
of the activities of the corpora- 
tion within the state was of im- 
portance. Since the decision by 
the U.S. Supreme Court in Inter- 
national Shoe v. Washington, 
however, and subsequent deci- 
sions, only certain minimum con- 
tracts between the corporation 
and the forum are necessary to 
satisfy due process and confer 
jurisdiction. The contacts need 
only be such as to make it rea- 
sonable in the context of our 
federal system, to require the 
corporation to defend the parti- 
cular suit, i.e., such that main- 
tenance of the suit does not of- 
fend “traditional notions of fair 
play and substantial justice’. In 
determining this the court looks 
to whether the cause of action 
asserted resulted from the cor- 
porate activity of the defendant 
within the state and the conven- 
iences of the parties. It has been 
held that unilateral activities 
within the state of those claim- 
ing jurisdiction over the foreign 
corporation could not satisfy the 
requirement of contact with the 
forum state. 

The record here is devoid of 
any act or transaction consum- 
mated within the state by Roux 
or any of its agents. It had no 
;communication with Jersey out- 
‘lets. Its activities terminated 
with the sale of its products in 
New York to Paragon and other 
distributors. The nature of such 
transactions was not changed 
by the fact that it hoped and 

intended ultimafe sale of its 
products would be made in New 
,Jersey and elsewhere. Nor did 
; the promotion of its products by 
advertising in national maga- 
! zines or newspapers a portion of 
Iwhose circulation was in New 
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|tact with our state for the pur- 
| pose of jurisdiction. No case has 
| been found holding that in per- 
sonam jurisdiction over a foreign 


corporation may be invoked sole- | 


ly on the basis that its products 
are ultimately retailed in the 
forum state and are advertised 
in national publications circu- 


contrary, in comparable cases, it 
has been held there is no juris- 
diction. 

Reversed. 


NEGLIGENCE A landowner 
owes a duty to workmen in- 
vited cn his premises to exer- 
cise ordinary care to render 
reasonably safe the areas in 
which he might reasonably 
expect them to work and is 
liable for an act he does or 
has done which he ought rea- 
sonably to have foreseen would 
lead to injury of the workman. 

—A landowner’s liability for an 
act which he has done which 
causes an injury he ought 
reasonably to have anticipated 
is direct and not vicarious. 

—Held, owner liable for having 
floor waxed which made floor 
slippery causing ladder used 
by workmen to slip, thereby 
injuring workman. 

—While a condition inherent in 
the work being performed ne- 
gates a duty on the landowner 
with regard thereto, as_ to 
other conditions the custom- 
ary question of negligence and 
contributory negligence ap- 
plies. 

EVIDENCE — 


The introduction 
of proof of custom or habit 
seems to be conditioned on a 
showing of corroborating cir- 
cumstances indicating that the 
custom had been followed in 
the particular instance, and 
where such circumstances are 
shown, such proof is admis- 
sible. 

NEGLIGENCE CONTRACT- 
ORS — The provisions of the 
construction safety code as to 
ladders are applicable to a 
general contractor who had 
the duty to, did supply, and 
was in charge of the ladder at 
the time though he was not in 
charge of the actual work for 
which it was being used at the 
time. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Freund, J.A.D., rendered Nov. 22, 
1961. Appellate Div. Hardman v. 
Ford et als. For Ford—Samuel P. 
Orlando (Aaron Dines on the 
| brief). For Baton—Peter J. De- 
| vine, Jr. (Kisselman, Devine, 
|Deighan and Montano, attys. 
| Michael Patrick King on the 
| brief). For Snell—Michael J. Pia- 
rulli. For plaintiff — Charles A. 
Cohen (Plone, Tomar, Parks and 
Sellinger, attys). 

Plaintiff, an employee of Snell, 
an electrical contractor on a 
construction project on which 
Baton was the general contrac- 
tor and Ford the owner of the 
premises was injured when a 
ladder he was climbing to get 
access to the area above a false 
ceiling in the cafeteria of the 
premises slipped causing him to 
fall. There was evidence that 
the ladder had been there for 
several months, was not the type 
purchased as a finished product 
but was constructed at the site 
from 2x4s and 1x3s, was a solid 
ladder, had been used by other 
workmen to reach this area, but 
was not tied at the top or bot- 
tom. There was no direct evi- 
dence to indicate who built the 
ladder but there was evidence 
that the general contractor, Ba- 
ton, had reserved the carpentry 
work on the project while sub- 
contracting the other work out, 
that the ladder was of the type 
normally constructed by carpen- 
ters, and that it was the custom 
of the trade for the general con- 
tractor to provide access by lad- 
ders from one level to another. 








Baton’s superintendent stated he 
never expected to nor was called 


upon by any carpenter to fur- 


|nish a ladder for work in the 


| cafeteria. Baton’s foreman con- 


| against Ford and Baton 


| Jersey, constitute sufficient con- | ceded, however, that where there 


is more than one subcontractor, 
|it is customary for the gener- 
| al contractor to provide access to 
different levels. 

| There was also proof that 
|shortly before the accident the 
;cafeteria was almost completed, 
| had been turned over to and was 
|being used by Ford, and that 


lating there, with the intention|Ford only two days before the 
of promoting such sales. On the | accident had had the floor of 
{the cafeteria waxed and polish- 


ed by an independent contrac- 
tor, making it very slippery. 

The jury returned a verdict 
and 
they appeal. 

Held: The basis of plaintiff’s 
case against Ford was that the 
landowner, despite its know- 
ledge or notice of the presence 
of the ladder and its use, caused 
the floor to be waxed and polish- 
ed, knowing or being chargeable 
with knowing, that the ladder 
might thereby be caused to slide 
when used. As to Baton, plain- 
tiff contended the general con- 
tractor constructed and provided 
the ladder for use of workmen 
of subcontractors and that it 
was improperly constructed and 
not secured at its top as requir- 
ed. 

Ford argues that since there 
was no evidence of negligence on 
the part of the floor waxer, there 
was no basis for imputing liabil- 


ity to it. But the claim against 
Ford does not involve imputed 
negligence. While ordinarily 
an action will not lie against 
a principal for vicarious 
liability when his agent has 


been exonerated, vicarious lia- 
bility is not the basis of the 
action here. Rather the claim is 
negligence in having the floor 
waxed at a time when it was 
foreseeable that such act might 
lead to injury of users of the 
ladder. The test of liability is 
whether under the particular 
circumstances, the injury ought 
reasonably to have been antici- 
pated. A reasonably prudent 
person may fairly be charged 
with knowledge that an unsecur- 
ed ladder resting on a slippery 
floor involves a foreseeable risk 
of harm to one climbing it. A 
jury question was presented as 
to whether Ford was negligent 
in having the floor waxed with- 
out warning those who would 
use the ladder. 

It is next argued that liabilit 
is to be denied where it appear 
the nature of a condition is 
known to the plaintiff or could 
be observed by reasonable obser- 
vation. In this respect there is 
a distinction between a risk in- 
herent in the work, in which case 
there is no duty, and the situa- 
tion where there is a duty but 
plaintiff may have forfeited his 
right by contributory negligence. 
The risk here was not inherent 
in the work so as to negate 
Ford’s duty. The question there- 
fore was one of contributory neg- 


y 
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ligence and this was properly 
submitted to the jury. 
Finally, Ford contends the 


court erred in excluding evidence 
of precautions contractually im- 
posed by Ford on Baton. There 
was no error. Ford could not 
escape liability to plaintiff for 
its own negligence by any con- 
tractual delegation of duty to a 
general contractor. 

Baton contends the court erred 


in denying its motion for dismis- | 


——— 


Committee On Distric? 
Courts Invites 
Suggestions 


The Supreme Court’s Commit- 
tee on District Courts invites the 
suggestions of members of e 
Bar as to changes in the Rules 
or other matters relating: to 
practice in the County District 
Courts. The Hon. Harold W. 
Borden has been reappointed as 
chairman of the committee con- 
sisting of Judges A. Alfred Fink 
Leon Gerofsky, William B. Kra- 
mer, Morris Malech, Charles A 
Rizzi and Joseph B. Sugrue, and 
attorneys Richard J. S. Barlow, 
Jr., Sidney H. Kantrowitz and 
Charles N. Kors. 

Suggestions may be sent to 
Judge Borden, to any member of 
the committee, or to Frank H 
Maloney, Clerk of the Bergen 
County District Court, who .acts 
as Committee secretary. 














sal since the only proof that 
Baton had a duty to furnish or 
did furnish the ladder was based 
upon evidence of custom and us- 
age, which should have been ex- 
cluded. The introduction of proof 
of custom or habit seems to be 
conditioned on a showing of cor- 
roborating circumstances indi- 
cating that the custom had been 
followed in the particular in- 
stance. Such corroborating cir- 
cumstances were here present in 
that, among other things, the 
ladder was provided to reach the 
ceiling area, was of good work- 
manship, and the general con- 
tractor had reserved the carpen- 
try work to itself. There was 
sufficient evidence to permit the 
jury to determine whether Baton 
had supplied the ladder and fail- 
ed to tie it, and if so, that there 
was a breach of the general 
contractor’s duty to use reason- 
able care to see that the place 
in which the work was to be 
performed by employees of sub- 
contractors was reasonably safe. 

Baton further contends the 
court erred in admitting in evi- 
dence the provisions of RS. 34:- 
5-93 and 95 and in charging that 
a violation of the construction 
industry safety code could be 
considered some evidence of Ba- 
ton’s negligence, if the jury 
found Baton had a duty to sup- 
ply the ladder, did supply it, and 
was in charge of it at the time 
The statutes provide that lad- 
ders are to be supplied where 
work is to be done more than 
5 feet above a floor, and must be 
set up in a manner to be secure 
and shall be securely fastened 
at the top. The duty to furnish 
these safeguards is placed by 
R.S. 34:5-161 on any “manager, 
superintendent ...or other per- 
son in charge of any construc- 
tion...” The jury was instruct- 
ed not to consider the statutes 
unless it found Baton had the 
obligation of supplying the lad- 
der, did supply, and was in 
charge of it at the time. There is 
no requirement in R.S. 34:5-161 
that the general contractor be 
in charge of the work being done 
for which the ladder was being 
used to charge him with the duty 
of complying with the safety 
rules. There was no error in ad- 
mitting this evidence or submit- 
ting it to the jury under the in- 
structions given. 

Affirmed. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





CREDITORS’ RIGHTS — REAL 
PROPERTY — PRIORITIES — 
A purchase money mortgagee 


has priority over previous 
judgments against the pur- 
chaser. 


—A junior judgment holder who 
validly executes on his judg- 
ment and levies upon the debt- 
or’s property before execution 
and levy by a prior judgment 
holder, obtains priority over 
the prior judgment holder but 
not over intervening mortgages 
on the property. 

—A judgment obtained on a debt 
secured by a mortgage does not 
merge the mortgage nor be- 
come a lien on the mortgaged 
property and cannot be the 
basis of an execution and levy 
on the property. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Conklin, J.S.C. rendered Nov. 22, 
1961. Chancery Div. Silver v. Wil- 
liams et als. For plaintiff 
David Weinick. For Standard Dis- 
count — Herman J. Ziegler. For 
Gordon — Jacob T. Schoenholz. 





For Mitchell Philip Mitchell, 
pro se. 
This case involves the priori- 


ties of claimants in the 
of a foreclosure sale 
terial sequence of events 

April 27, 1947, purchase 
mortgage to plaintiff 

Dec. 6, 1954, judgment now held 
by Standard Discount 

Jan. 25, 1956, judgment 


proceeds 
The ma- 
are: 

money 


Oct. 8, 1958, mortgage now held 
by Standard. 

Dec. 10, 1958, mortgage to Gor- 
don. 

July 14, 1960, mortgage now 


held by Mitchell. 

January 12, 1961, 
suit by plaintiff. 

January 24, 1961, judgment on 
note secured by the mortgage 
held by Mitchell. 

Feb. 15, 1961, execution 
Mitchell judgment. 

April 26, 1961, levy on the sub- 
ject property under the execu- 
tion. 

Mitchell asserts priority over 
Standard by virtue of the prior 
execution and levy on his judg- 
ment. 

Held: N.J.S. 46:9-8 provides 
that a purchase money mortgage 
given at the same time the 
real estate sold, is preferred over 
any previous judgment against 


foreclosure 


on the 


on 


the purchasez. Plaintiff's prior- | 


ity is accordingly conceded. 
N.J.S. 2A:17-19 provides that 
the lien of a prior judgment will | 
be destroyed and supplanted by | 
the lien of a junior judgment, 
under which an execution has| 
been issued and levy made before | 
an execution and levy under the| 
prior judgment. Mitchell bases! 
his claim to priority under this! 
statute. This would leave the} 
question of the priority of the} 
two mortgages given between the} 
dates of the two judgments. 
In Clement v. Kaighn, 15 NJ. 
Eq. 47, involving an analogous 
situation, it was held the junior 
judgment secured priority over 
the senior unexecuted judgment 
that the intervening mort- 

€ 

Y 





JQ + ¢ 


> retained his priority, thus 
the mortgagee first, the 
judgment creditor second 
and the senior judgment last. 
The court held this was the in- 
separable consequence of the 
laches of senior judgment 
creditor in not executing on and 
levying on his judgment, since 
as a result thereof he must be 
placed after the junior judgment 
while the priority of the mort- 
gagee who was prior to the jun- 
ior judgment cannot be affected 
by the laches of the senior judg- 
ment holder. This holding has 
not been reversed to date. 
However, there is here present 
another factor. Mitchell’s judg- 
ment, under which he levied, is 
based on the note accompanying 
the mortgage, which he also 
holds. Under New Jersey doc- 
trine, as substantiated in other 
jurisdictions, a judgment may 
not be satisfied by levy and sale 
of the specific property encom- 
passed by the mortgage. It has 
been held that a mortgagee 
should be prohibited from pro- 
ceeding at law to sell the equity 
of redemption, and ought, in 
every case, to be put to his elec- 


placing 


on 


the 


tion of proceeding directly on 
the mortgage or else to seek 


other property of the debtor to 
obtain satisfaction of his debt. 
Under the cases, a judgment re- 
covered on a debt secured by a 
mortgage does not merge the 
mortgage nor operate as a dis- 
charge or release of the mort- 
gage security; and although the 
lien of the judgment does not 
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attach to the premises covered | 
mortgage, except at best 
extent of subjecting the 
equity of redemption which re- 
mains in the mortgagor, such 
lien relates back to the date 
when the mortgage was recorded. 
In such case the debt involved 
does not surrender its character | 
as a tgage indebtedness. 

ig these authorities, it 
cannot be held that a judgment 
on a note secured by a mortgage 
may result in an execution and| 
levy on the same premises cov- 
ered by the mortgage. According- 


to the 






n 
mo 





ly, Mitchell has not proven a 
priority over Standard. 
The following is therefore the 


order of priorities: (1) plaintiff’s 





purchase money mortgage; (2) 
judgment of Dec. 6, 1954; (3) 
judgment January 25, 1956; 
(4) mortgage of Oct. 8, 1958; (5) 
mortgage of Dec. 10, 1958; (6) 
mortgage and judgment of Mit- 
chell. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE — IN- 
COMPETENTS — The primary 
obligation to support a men- 
tally incompetent wife and 
pay for her maintenance at a 
state institution is on the hus- 
band. 

—A husband may only have the 
corpus or income of his incom- 
petent wife’s separate estate 
applied in whole or in part 
toward her maintenance at an 
institution upon a persuasive 
showing that he is unable to 
meet this obligation in whole 
or in part. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Goldmann, SJ.A.D. rendered 
Nov. 24, 1961. Appellate Div. In 
re Rinehart. For appellant — 
William R. Cohen (Cohen, Hoag- 
land & Cohen, attys). For re- 
spondent Joseph I. Bedell 
(Lyness & Bedell, attys). 

Defendant husband 
from a judgment in favor of 
plaintiff bank, guardian of his 
mentally incompetent wife, now 
and for some time a patient at 
the State Hospital at Marlboro, 
determining among other things 
that defendant is not entitled to 
reimbursement from her estate 
for monies he paid for her main- 
tenance at Marlboro and that 


appeals 











“the primary liability and ob- 
ligation such support is on 
defendant.” Defendant contends 
the obligation to pay for the 
patient’s maintenance has been 
changed by N.J.S.A. 40:4-65, 66 
and 74 to impose primary liabil- 


ity on the patient’s estate, and 
further that at the very least the 
income of his wife’s estate should 
be applied toward her future 
maintenance as there is no justi- 
fication for allowing the income 
of her estate to accumulate 
while he, obliged to support him- 
self and their minor child, con- 
tinues to maintain her. 

Held: The common law duty is 
on the husband to support his 
wife. A statute which purports 
to derogate from this common 
law obligation is to be strictly 
construed. If a change in the 























common law is to be effectuated, 
the legislative intent to do so 
must be clearly and plainly ex- 
pressed. There is nothing in 


the statutes upon which defend- 
ant relies to indicate that the 
Legislature intended to relieve a 
husband of his obligation to sup- 
port his incompetent wife. 

In an analogous situation in 
Pennsylvania, the court there 
held that the Pennsylvania 
statute there involved in no way 
changed the common law liabil- 
ity of the husband and was en- 
acted in the interests of the 
Commonwealth, to aid it in get- 
ting its bill 












s for care paid, and 
not for the relief of husbands. 

Defendant concedes there is 
some force to the argument that 
the incompetent’s estate should 
be preserved against the day 
when he may be totally unable 
to maintain her, but argues there 
is no justification for accumu- 
lating income in her estate. He 
relies on English authorities. The 
English authorities hold that the 


New Bills Introduced 


~ 


Senate 

The following bills were intro- 
duced in the Senate: 

S-252 Cowgill. To permit Sup- 
erior Court Judges in counties of 
more than 390,000 inhabitants to 
assign county district court judg- 
es to hold county courts. (No 
Ref.) 


_—, 


Assembly 

The following bills were intro- 
duced in the Assembly: 

A-771 Kraut, Sabello & Volpe. 
To prescribe conditions under 
which county and municipal of- 
ficers and employees may hold 
elective or appointive offices as 
well as the office being held at 
the time of appointment or elec- 
tion. (no ref.) 

A-773 Panaro & Bowkley. To 
revise parts of the law concern- 
ing counties and municipalities 
to be known as the “Local Land 
Use Law.” (BA) 











ship before he can invade the 
wife’s income for her mainten- 
ance. 

In the instant case there is no 
showing of what defendant’s fi- 
nancial circumstances are. If 
he can establish by persuasive 
proof that he is unable to main- 
tain his wife at Marlboro with- 
out financial hardship, he may 
then have some basis for apply- 
ing to our courts for relief in 
the form of having her main- 
tenance charges paid out of her 
estate. Should the court, on 
such application, conclude that 
his financial circumstances, in 
relation to hers, warrant the 
payment from her estate of all cr 
part of the expenses in question, 
recourse should first be had to 
income. Corpus should only be 
invaded as an ultimate necessity, 


since it is important to preserve | 
it as long as possible against fhe | 


day when there may be no one 
to pay for her care. 

Affirmed to determination 
that defendant is not entitled to 
reimbursement for the moneys 
he has expended for her care at 
Marlboro, with leave to apply to 
the Chancery Division to be re- 
lieved of all or part of his obli- 
gation to maintain her at the in- 
stitution and to have the income 
from her estate applied thereto, 
upon a positive showing of his 
inability to meet this obligation 
in whole or in part. 


as 


Hawaii Supreme Court 
Says Reporter Must 
Tell News Source 


HONOLULU (ACCN) The 
Hawaii Supreme Court by a 4-1 
decision has ruled that a news- 
paper reporter cannot refuse to 
divulge the sources of a news 
story on constitutional grounds 
when ordered to do so by a court. 
The tribunal’s majority said that 
the concept of freedom of the 
press does not cover this con- 
tingency. 

At issue was an appeal from a 
similarly adverse Hawaiian low- 
er court ruling brought on behalf 
of Honolulu Advertiser reporter 
Alan Goodfader by the news- 
paper. 

Mr. Goodfader had written a 
story in 1957 concerning the fir- 
ing that year of Honolulu City 


Personnel Director Mrs. Nesta 
Gallas. Mrs. Gallas, who has 


been contesting her dismissal 
from the city government, claim- 
ed that Mr. Goodfader had ad- 
vance knowledge that she was 
to be fired. The reporter refused 
to reveal the source of this news 
tip when directed to do so by 
a trial court. 
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THE STATE BAR ASSOCIATION'S LIMITED 
CLIENT SECURITY FUND 


The approval of a client security fund by the State Bar Associ- 
ation at its recent meeting in Atlantic City is a giant step in the 
right direction. The fund will begin with $25,000.00 appropriated 
from the association’s treasury. It will reimburse, to the extent 
feasible, clients who suffer losses due to the dishonest conduct of 
any member of the association. The limitations of the association’s 
action, clearly indicate that it is but a first step which should be 
followed by what may be termed, the broadening of coverage. 


The State Association includes well less than one-half of the 
members of the bar of New Jersey. This means that the clients 
of more than half of the lawyers admitted to practice in this 
state will not be covered. There is no sound basis for any conclu- 
sion, that non-members are more honest, or less honest, than 
members of the organized bar. However, if the client of a non- 
member lawyer should have an unfortunate experience with no 
recourse to the security fund, the adverse public effect will react 
against the profession as a whole, association members as well as 
non-members. Further, the injustice to the client of the non- 
covered lawyer will remain a matter of grave concern for the or- 
ganized bar and, perhaps, the Supreme Court. 


Whatever justification applies to the adoption of a client 
security fund program by the State Bar Association narrowly but, 
from a practical viewpoint, understandably, confined to clients of 
members is equally pertinent to the coverage of clients of non- 
members. There is something to be said for the view that the 
nigh purposes of a bar association should impel it to cover the pro- 
fession as a whole. Yet one may ask, is it fair for dues-paying 
members to contribute to a fund for the benefit of clients of 
non-members? Without too much difficulty it would seem that 
the wider, all inclusive coverage should certainty become an 
objective of the State Bar Association. As it is, however, the client 
security fund has been quite a controversial issue and the approval 
of even the limited program constitutes real progress in this area. 


Whether the Supreme Court should take steps to assure the 
widest possible coverage for clients of errant lawyers would depend 
upon how one views the logic behind such a proposal. 

The Supreme Court, after examinations and investigations of 
its Board of Bar Examiners and Committees on Character and 
Fitness, licenses all lawyers in New Jersey and thereby holds 
them out as fit for public reliance. Therefore, if in a particular 
case, and fortunately these instances are really infrequent, an 
individual lawyer proves unfit and misappropriates a client’s 
money, then, the reasoning goes, why in the first instance should 
not the Court take measures to effect restitution such as the client 
security fund is designed to do? If any sort of an obligation can 
be spelled out of this reasoning, it is indeed parallel to and not 
necessarily exclusive of the spirit that motivates the organized bar 
to assume responsibility for the professional conduct of lawyers. 











The present posture of coverage for the clients of less than | 


half the lawyers of the state leaves much to be desired although 
substantial credit must go to those who against solid opposition 
engineered its approval. It may be that a joint effort by the 
Supreme Court and the State Bar Association would achieve the 
100% coverage that should prevail. The Bar Association cannot 
fund but the Court might. Possibly an assessment against non- 
members, 
insured motorists in this state) the proceeds of which could be 
administered by the State Bar Association, would make for equal 
contributions by all lawyers and coverage for all clients. 

It should be fully realized, of course, that time is needed under 
the first commendable step taken by the State Bar Association to 
develop some experience which would form the basis for the next 
step by the Association, the Court, or both to provide the desirable 
coverage of clients of all lawyers. 











Wisconsin Bar Hikes Dues 


MADISON, WIS. (ACCN)—The, for lawyers in practice over five 
Board of Governors of the State | Years. 
Bar of Wisconsin has authorized 
a $5 dues increase for inactive 
members, 2 $2 increase for mem- 
bers who have practised law less 
than five years, and a $5 increase 


ary 1, will bring in income to the 
Association which will be used to 
finance a long-range bar study 
of real property laws as well as to 
conduct new bar activities. 


~ 


The dues, effective this Janu-| 
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Editor New Jersey Law Journal 
The November 16 issue of the 
Journal featured a most in- 
triguing and, I fear, somewhat 
disappointing report of our New 
Jersey State Bar Association 
committee concerned with an 
evaluation of the McNaughten 
Rules. The committee divided 
into four schools of thought on 
the question of judicial treat- 
ment of the insanity defense. 

Two members of the commit- 
tee found an answer to the per- 
plexing problem of discovering 
and dealing with the criminally 
insane (those two logically in- 
consistent words again!) in the 
Report of the Committee on 
Criminal Responsibility of the 
New Jersey State Commission on 
Mental Health. Suffice to say 
that the far-reaching statutory 
changes suggested in that Re- 
port are worthy of further 
thought and study, even though 
the Report goes perhaps too far 
in its grant of discretion to the 
Commissioner of Institutions and 
Agencies. 

The interesting, and inexplic- 
able, aspect of the bar associa- 
tion committee’s report is the 
failure of but three of the eight 
members to support the Ameri- 
can Law Institute’s Model Penal 
Code formulation of the test to 
be employed by a jury deciding 
the issue of legal responsibility. 
Even more discouraging was 
the general rallying of the com- 
mittee members around two pal- 
liatives—1) a necessary, but by 


itself wholly illogical and in- 
effective, liberalization of the 
rules of evidence to admit of 


broader introduction of psychia- 
tric evidence at trial, and 2) the 
almost bizarre suggestion of sep- 
arating the issue of guilt or in- 
nocence from the question of 
the death penalty vel non and 
deciding each question in a sep- 
arate trial. 

The two-trial theory postu- 
lates that the  defendant’s 
“background, environment, psy- 
chiatric history and similar mat- 
ters” must be reserved for a 
separate hearing relating to 
punishment only. May, then, 
“psychiatric history” never be 
presented in conjunction with a 
defense of insanity at the main 
trial? If not, where to draw the 
line between psychiatric history 
which the jury may hear to help 
them determine the _ insanity 
question and psychiatric evi- 
dence which the jury may hear 
in determining the appropriate- 
ness Of a death sentence? And, 
more cogently, why draw the 
line at all? 

To the last question the only 
possible answer is that the Mc- 
Naughten Rules are unconcern- 
ed with “psychiatric history.” 
The Rules are concerned with 
one, and only one, area of the 
intellect, the cognitive. Why 
then inquire of the psychiatrist 
at the trial of the question of 
guilt or innocence further than 
to ask him whether the defend- 
ant “knew” the nature and qual- 


jity of his act and the difference 


between “right” and “wrong”? 
Thus, only if one starts out ac- 
cepting the McNaughten Rules 


ae es ‘with thei rious dis 
reach the non-member lawyers for their just contributions to the | W!th their obvious disregard of 


the entire body of psychiatric 


(analogous to the higher license fees paid by non-|KmOWledge and the concept of 
|man as a whole being, not just 


a thinking machine, only then 
does the two-trial theory make 
sense. 

Furthermore, the advocates of 
the double trial deny the com- 
petence of psychiatry (except in 
an unrealistic and arbitrarily 
limited fashion) to aid in the 
determination of guilt, an es- 
sentially moral question. Yet 


they admit the competence and | 


relevance of psychiatry in the 
decision of the most exquisitely 


moral question of all, whether | 
the convicted prisoner shall die. | 
This inconsistent attitude serves | 
only to withhold from the jury | 
| correct course of behavior so 
cise moment when its usefulness! long as he is able to detect it.” 


psychiatric evidence at the pre- 


is most readily apparent. meiter | 


| psychiatrist-criminologist, 


| Of Limited Value 


to deny the validity of psychia-| 4 Columbia University research 
try generally than to skirt the | team has found that the use of 
implication of its validity so un- lawyers as “auditors” to try civil 
gracefully. ; |cases in Masachusetts has been 
_ Even if the two-trial theory | of limited effect in saving judge 
is rejected, it may be asked why itime and in eliminating delay 
a broad liberalization of the rules | in sending lawsuits to trial. _ 


of evidence, as suggested by ful- ae ’ i 
ly one half of the members of the | wa ny ang oat 
committee, would not solve the | ji, University Project for Effec- 
problem. Even an effortless ex-| tiv. Justice of the system’s oper- 
amination of the change, how-| tion in the Suffolk County (Bos- 
ever, discloses why it found sup- | t,)) Superior Court from 1956, 
port so easily among the com-| vnen the old auditor system was 
mittee members. The proposal 


contains a little something for ssagshirybinaagied eine , 
everyone. It draws much of its| , “Since trials make the major 
language from the extremely demands upon judicial time,” the 
loose and hotly disputed Durham | t¢2m’s report says, “for maxi- 
case, going so far as to refer to| ™um effect a remedy must cur- 
the word “result” with its in-| tail the trial burden. The re- 
herent causation implication. | S°@rchers conclude that the audi- 
See State v. Lucas, 30 NJ. 37| tors did not do this to a substan- 
(1959) at 70-71. Yet, we are told | tial extent, either by reducing 
the suggested change in the Evi-| the number or length of poten- 
dence Act “does not of course | “8! court a. They eouumate 
change the test of legal sanity | that ee ee 
from that established by the] etek hae fr “ one to iwe tadees 
McNaughten Rule. | ‘ - a 
The liberalized rules of PO Fs Sach Jeet an Rees Bee 
deste wake Seed ta to | ns of about seven to thirteen 
per cent of the court’s total judge 
change the McNaughten Rules. power 
That failure constitutes the fatal] the team’s findings are con- 
flaw. For one is compelled to/ tained in an article prepared by 
ask: what would be the relev-| waurice Rosenberg, professor of 
ance of an enlightened presen-| Taw at Columbia and director of 
tation of psychiatric facts if the | the Project. and Robert H Cha- 
jury, after having heard the/ nin, staff attorney with the Pro- 
medical evidence, would then be | ject. It appears in the Novem- 
forced to narrow its attention to| ber issue of the University of 
the over-simple, unscientific and | pennsylvania Law Review 
wholly irrelevant questions ask- Whe Massarinontis insti 
ed by the McNaughten Ee ee rage prow 
Certainly the liberalization of | | ee te ee ea ae tics 
the rules of evidence is a prime| wens par ee yauernhey <i js 
goal in this area. However, only | peri Pans vn — ™ pee ” 
the chairman of the committee, a ere ee qd on 
who supported the liberalization | rai ~ ee te sia galingee sige 
policy and the American Law| a —— © per =e ifonil 
Institute formulation as well, waar vee pt es re Fed 
appears to have realized that Riscangett <5 eT ee 
freer use of expert testimony is judge and jury if dissatisfied with 
a means to a more realistic test | th  saaditasta peat gs go ahaa 
of responsibility, not an end in| en i trial th a dines are 
itself. Committees in at least |?! rca iog on ere 
two other states supporting the eee sae i tee ti Sup- 
liberalized evidence rule also} sition oo aice ame cane <u-6 
advocated a change away from to wait 32 onnestiie for a eimehe 
McNaughten to the American room trial before the system was 
Law Institute formulation. reinstituted waited less than 12 
The most heartening aspect! months for an auditor hearing, 
of the report is the support given | the report said. In addition, the 
by three members of the com-|yast majority enjoyed more con- 
mittee to the formulation set| yenient and shorter hearings 
forth in United States v. Cur-| than if they had gone to court- 
rens, 290 F 2d. 751 (3d Cir. 1961).| room trials. 7 
The latter case, contrary to the But, the 
committee report, did not adopt | points out, a comparison of the 
the American Law Institute for-| results in retried cases reveals 
mulation in its entirety. How-| that in a substantial proportion 
ever, the court accepted the basic | __4] per cent—the jury disagreed 
premise of the latter test. The) with the auditor on the liability 
Currens court was composed of| or the damage issue. 
Chief Judge Biggs, ourown Judge} Although it is not known 
Forman and Judge Hastie who,| whether the auditor-processed 
in his dissent, specifically ap-| cases that were not retried would 
proved of the A.L.I. rule, as mod-| have produced a rate of revision 
ified. similar to that shown by the re- 
The A.L.I. test has 


; : | tried cases, there is reason to 
ceived wide-spread Support|] suspect that in many of them 
among the most distinguished 


I : A1st 1S<1' “the auditors’ determinations 
minds in modern criminal juris-| may have been different from 
prudence and psychology. It} 


‘ nied those that would have been ren- 
was devised in large part by Pro- | 


i | dered by juries.” 
fessor Herbert Wechsler of Col-| The report estimates that in 
umbia and has been approved, 


the four-year period the auditors 
after careful study, by the Study devoted more than 8,000 working 











Columbia report 


itself re- | 








Committee of the New York) days to the cases they processed, 
Governor’s Conference on the | at a cost of about $375,000 to the 
Defense of Insanity and | county. 

the 1961 Report of the Ore-| . 

gon Legislative Interim Com-j| The A.LI. formulation recog- 
mittee on Criminal Law. The/nizes this postulate by asking 
Committee to Study Commit-| whether the accused was indeed 


capable of conforming his con- 
duct to the requirements of law. 
At the same time the test, to 
quote the Oregon Committee. 
“eliminates the worst aspects of 
McNaughten without relieving 
the judge and jury of responsi- 
bility for making the charge and 
deciding the basic issue of re- 
sponsibility.” 

The A.L-T. test for determining 
criminal responsibility deserves 
the vocal and insistent support 
of the committee of our State 
Bar Association and the whole- 
hearted backing of the entire 
New Jersey bar. 

Joseph LeVow Steinberg 


ment Laws of the State of Mary- 
land approved the A.L.I. formu- 
lation in its 1958 report to the 
state legislature. This commit- 
tee was headed by the eminent 
Dr. 
Manfred S. Guttmacher. 

The A.L.I. formulation has ral- 
lied such distinguished support- 
ers because it provides a clear 
and relevant test. Chief Justice 
Weintraub in State v. Lucas, 
supra at 83-84, stated “our so- 
cial order accepts a postulate 
... that every man is endowed 
with the capacity to choose a 
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Says Law School Training System Needs 
Re-Evaluation 





Dean Russell D. Niles of the 
N.Y.U. School of Law, in his 
annual report says: 

“It may be time to recon- 
sider our traditional American 
methods and objectives (of pre- 
paration in the practice of law) 
in order to determine whether or 
not we are, in fact, affording 
equality of opportunity; and, 
furthermore, whether or not we 
are developing the various types 
of excellence necessary to serve 
a democratic society.” 

Dean Niles, who traveled ex- 
tensively last year in Canada, 
Australia, and New Zealand, says 
that “American law schools do 
train at least their best students 
for professional excellence in a 
way that is not equalled any- 


where else in the English-speak- | 


ing world. This training, however, 
is not available to all law stu- 
dents but only to an elite. Many 
students do not supplement their 
academic studies with law review 


ship of a practitioner, not only to 
develop professional skill but also 
to instill a respect for the pro- 
fession. In Great Britain and in 
Australia, Canada, and New Zea- 
jland, a student can be licensed 
to practice one to three years 
earlier than he could be in the 
United States, yet he will have 
had from one to three years of 
practical experience and during 
that time will have been wholly 
or partially self-supporting.” 
The NYU educator concedes 
that the period of training for 
an American lawyer must be 
|somewhat longer than that for 
|; Commonwealth lawyers: our law 
is more complicated, with our 
| fifty jurisdictions and a federal 
| policy of local conformity. 
“Can we, however, justify so 
|long a period of academic prep- 
| aration before there is any con- 
j}tact with the profession or an 
|opportunity to be self-sustain- 
|ing?” Dean Niles asks. 
| 





experience or with preceptorship| With regard to equality of op- 
training such as apprenticeship| portunity, he points out that 
in a departmentalized law firm,|legal education may soon be 
in a government law department, | priced out of reach of candidates 
or in the chambers of an appel- from middle - and lower-income 
late judge.” | groups. Seven years of study as 
“From the point of view of a residential student at a private 
solicitors and barristers in the| University costs about $20,000. 


British Commonwealth, our sys-|_ Dean Niles finds the British 


tem of training lawyers is too| insistence on some preceptorial 
long, too expensive, and too ac- | ‘raining “appealing. 

ademic. Our students normally| “Perhaps the period of intern- 
spend seven years of full-time| Ship for graduates who do not 


study after high school; and at|make suitable associations will 
the end of that time, at about | have to be institutionalized, with 
age twenty-five, they still haveno|S°me Working arrangement 
practical experience either in in-|Teached between the organized 
ternship programs or in the of-| bar and the law schools. Ameri- 
fices of practitioners. Military | 4m law teachers have tradition- 
service postpones practice even| lly been against apprentice 
more, often until candidates are | ‘Taining, but there is some evid- 


twenty-seven or twenty-eight. 
“The British feel that some 

part of that period of training 

should be under the preceptor- 
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}ence of a change of attitude, at 
| least toward clinical experience.” 

He questions whether law 
|schools are doing enough for 
| those students who are not des- 
|tined to fit immediately into 
| favored firms or government of- 
| fices, but who must do basic work 
for private citizens. 

“Every student in every law 


| school,” Dean Niles states, “has 


a right to be stretched to the 
limit of his ability and to have a 
chance to join the elite in his 
school. But for students who fail 
to attain honor rank in the first 
two years of law school, should 
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| | Announcement 
| sa 


|| maintain offices for the general | 


| | general practice of the law at 


| Heights. 


| 
|not the program, at least in the | 


final year, be different? A system 
of learning by doing, or learning 
while doing, may work better 
with some persons than a more 
academic or abstract approach.” 

The NYU legal educator sug- 
gests that law schools might ex- 
periment with problem-solving 
or field work, or even combined 
apprentice training and course 
work for students who have not 
excelled in traditional courses. 
He emphasized that the objective 
would not be to make law school 
more practical, but rather to im- 
prove motivation and to increase 
confidence and self-respect. The 
most immediate need is to pro- 
duce graduates who are able to 
be and who want to be general 
practitioners. 

“Our colleagues in the British 
Commonwealth,” Dean Niles con- 
cludes, “do not have all the 
answers. As a general proposition, 
Commonwealth law schools are 
a generation behind ours. British 
teachers and practitioners in 
combination, however, may have 
retained something that we have 
lost in our preoccupation with 
one type of excellence.” 





Library Of Congress 
Has Openings For 
Attorneys 





The American Law Division of 
the Library of Congress Legisla- 
tive Reference Service again has 
openings in a number of attor- 
ney positions. 

Speaking generally, the Amer- 
ican Law Division acts as legal 
counsel to the Members of Con- 
gress, the Congressional Commit- 
tees, and their staffs. Its prin- 
cipal function is to research, to 
prepare memos and reports, and 
to render other assistance on 
legal and legislative matters. 
This includes legal analysis and 
evaluation of problems currently 
or potentially facing Congress; 
arguments on the constitution- 
ality or validity of existing and 
proposed legislation; analysis of 
court decisions; surveys of Fed- 
eral and state legislation on giv- 
en subjects; legislative history of 
different measures; digesting of 
proposed legislation; assistance 
in committee work; and prepar- 
ation of studies. 

The positions now available 
are for Legal Analyst and Di- 
gester, grade GS-9, starting at 
$6,453 per year. Several of these 
be temporary, run- 
ning to June, 1962. Temporary 
appointees may compete for 
permanent positions as they be- 
;come available. 

The qualifications required} 
are: Graduation from a college 
or university of recognized 
standing and an accredited law 
school with ranking in the upper | 
25 per cent of their graduating | 





standing in a state or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia bar; a good} 
knowledge of the general field | 
| of law and of legal bibliography; | 
|the ability to write effectively | 
and objectively. | 
| Interested persons should con-| 
| tact Louis C. Albright, Head, Em-| 
|ployment Section, Library of! 
| Congress, Washington 25, D.c. | 








The firm of Pizzi & O’Brien is 
| dissolved effective December Ist. 
|Edward A. Pizzi will continue to} 
| practice of the law at 797 Spring- | 
| field Ave., Summit. Richard G. 
| O’Brien will open offices for the 


| 441 Springfield Ave., Berkeley 
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ABA Group Favors Creating General Practice 
Section 
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— 

Chicago — An American Bar 
Association special committee 
has taken the first steps to- 
ward establishment within the 
ABA of a Section of General 
Practice to serve the professional 
needs of the country’s lawyers in 
general practice. 

The idea back of the move is to 
provide a forum to assist GPs in 
meeting the broadening de- 
mands for legal services in new 
as well as traditional fields of 
law. More than half of the na- 
tion’s quarter million lawyers 
are in general practice, in spite 
of a trend in recent years to- 
ward specialization in certain 
fields of law. Similarly, more 
than half of the 102,000 members 
of the American Bar Association 
are classified as general practi- 
tioners although some of these 
engage largely in particular 
branches of practice. 

The special committee, creat- 
ed by the ABA Board of Govern- 
ors in August to explore the sub- 
ject, has made a preliminary re- 
port favoring establishment of 
the new general practice sec- 
tion. The committee chairman 
is John D. Randall, of Cedar 
Rapids, Ia., former ABA Presi- 
dent who is himself a general 
practitioner. The current Presi- 
dent of ABA, John C. Satterfield, 
participated in the committee 
session in Chicago on Nov. 5. 
Formal authorization to estab- 
lish the section must be voted, 
however, by the policy-making 
House of Delegates. 

In accordance with ABA pro- 
cedures for that approval, Chair- 
man Randall announced the 
special committee would inform- 
ally seek to obtain names of pres- 
ent or prospective members of | 
the ABA who would enroll in the | 
section if and when it is estab- 
lished. He said the agp 
hopes to obtain such expressions 
of intent from 2,500 or more law- 
yers initially. The present plan 
is to then submit the proposal to 
the House of Delegates at the 
85th annual meeting of the As- 
sociation next August in San 
Francisco. 

At the present time the ABA 
has 18 sections, most of them 
concerned with specialized fields 
of law. While many Association 
members in general practice now 
are members of one or more of | 
these existing sections, Mr. Ran- | 
dall said the committee con-| 
cluded there is a clear and grow- | 
ing need for a separate GP sec- | 
tion which would provide facili- | 
ties for continuing legal educa- | 
tion to help them keep abreast | 








and in trial techniques, as well 
as to generally sharpen their 
professional skills. He said the 
proposed section would concern 
itself with: 1) the holding of 
panels of knowledgeable lawyers 
practicing in special fields, pre- 
senting to the general practi- 
tioner information which would 
enable him to recognize legal 
problems in such_ specialized 
fields; 2) the discussion of office 
management and the handling 
of clients by the individual or by 
small partnerships; 3) holding 
seminars on legal subjects of 
general interest; 4) publication 
of literature of interest to the 
general practitioner, and 5) dis- 
cussions of how the lawyer could 
best fill his role as a public ser- 
vant and a commuinty leader. 
Either present or prospective 
members of the American Bar 
Association who are interested 
in joining the proposed new sec- 
tion were requested by Chairman 
Randall to write to: American 
Bar Association, Committee for 
the Proposed Section of General 
Practice, 1155 East 60th St., Chi- 
cago 37, Illinois. He asked that 
they indicate whether they are 
present or prospective members 
of ABA. 
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of new developments in the law | 
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Decision Of Interest 





(Continued from page 1) 


The present proceeding is 
grounded upon a claim arising 
out of the death of Dermott F. 
O’Regan, husband of the peti- 
tioner. There is but a single 
question for determination, 
which is dispositive in arriving at 
a decision in this case, to wit: - 
Did the accident on April 25, 
1959, in which O’Regan sustained 
fatal injuries, arise out of and in 
the course of his employment 
with the respondent? 

The burden of proof rests with 
the petitioner to establish her 
right to an award of compensa- 
tion from the respondent. The 
rule applicable to the case sub 
judice is clearly and succinctly 
Stated by Mr. Justice Trenchard, 
speaking for the Supreme Court 
in Bryant -Vs- Fissell, 84 N.J.L. 
72, that, “The burden of furnish- 
ing evidence from which the in- 
ference can be legitimately drawn 
that the death of an employee 
was caused by an ‘accident aris- 
ing out of and in the course of 
the employment’ rests upon the 
claimant”. 


Upon a careful consideration of 
the entire evidence in this case, 
I am constrained to resolve the 
decisive question in favor of the 
petitioner. The apposite rule of 
law is that an accident arises out 
of and in the course of employ- 
ment where a condition attached 
to or incident to the employment 
becomes a factor in the catas- 
trophic happening. 

The salient facts as developed 
by the proofs are not in dispute 
and are substantially as follows: 
On April 25, 1959, and for ap- 
proximately eleven years prior 
thereto, Dermott F. O’Regan was 
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employed by the respondent at 
its store, 110 - 112 Bleecker St, 
Newark, New Jersey, as a Sales- 
man - estimator, receiving for 
his said services wages at the 
rate of $115.00 per week. Besides 
his wages, the respondent pro- 
vided him with group life insur- 


ses Of his automobile when used 
in connection with the business 
and for incidental expenses in- 


for lunch or for a drink. Albert 
the respondent, testified that the 


lunch or for a drink to be well 
within the decedent’s duty and 
that an expenditure made on 
such occasion would be a proper 
item for reimbursement. Furth- 
ermore, as a salesman-estimator, 
it was incumbent upon O’Regan 
to maintain and to encourage 
good will among the respondent’s 
customers. 

The Damon Douglas Company, 
builders, was one of the respond- 
ent’s important customers. Its 
president, Robert M. Bost, pur- 
chased thousands of dollars 
worth of hardware from the re- 
spondent annually. Martenson 
and O’Regan, on several occas- 
ions, took out Bost ard other 
members of the Douglas firm for 
lunch or dinner as part of its 
promotion of good will. Marten- 
son testified that he found this 
to be helpful and beneficial in 
the conduct and operation of the 
respondent’s business. The sole 
relationship between Bost and 
the respondent company, be- 
tween Bost and Martenson and 
between Bost and O’Regan were 
strictly on a business basis. There 
was no other reason except for 
promoting and encouraging good 
will for the parties to go out on 
these occasions. 

The evidence reveals 
shortly before 5:00 P.M. on April 


when O’Regan’s regular duties in 
the store would ordinarily be 
concluded and he would be pre- 
paring to go home, Bost came 
into the store to make a pur- 
chase in behalf of the Damon 
Douglas Company. 
ing the said purchase, ac- 
| cording to the testimony of 
| Martenson, he (Martenson) ask- 
‘ed whether Bost was going to 
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ance, reimbursed him for expen- | 


curred in taking out a customer | 


Martenson, a corporate officer of | 


taking out of a customer for)! 


that | 


25, 1959, the day of the accident, | 


After mak- | 


— a nearby restaurant he 
| frequented, for a drink. At this 
point, O’Regan, who was present, 
said “well you can’t leave me 
out, Al”. Whereupon Martenson 
|replied, “No, come on along”. 
They thereupon repaired to 
Fucci’s Cocktail Lounge, located 
but a block or so from the re- 
|spondent’s store. Each one bought 
a round of drinks, consisting of 
scotch and soda, which they con- 
sumed within an hour. During 
| this time they discussed business 
among other things. As a result 
of these drinks O’Regan became 
“high” or as the hospital record 
indicates, upon his admission to 
the Rahway Memorial Hospital, 
“slightly drunk”. Upon conclud- 
ing this interlude they left on 
their separate ways. It is con- 
ceded that O’Regan went back to 
the respondent’s premises for his 
automobile, which was parked in 
the yard in the rear of the store, 
and started out to drive to his 
home in Colonia, New Jersey. En 
route, he collided with a parked 
car on Maple Avenue in Rahway, 
New Jersey and sustained injur- 
jes which resulted in his death 
on the following day. 

The petitioner contends that 
these circumstances establish a 
compensable accident within the 
meaning and purview of the 
statute. The respondent argues 
to the contrary. 

In Green Vs. De Furia, 19 N.J. 
290, Mr. Justice Wachenfeld, 
speaking for the Supreme Court, 
stated:- 

“The line which separates 
acts of an employee performed 
for his own personal benefit 
and those done in furtherance 
of his master’s interest, con- 
cedely is at times, an elusive 
one, if it exists at all. * * * 

The courts have expounded 
the concept of “arising out of 
the employment” to include 
acts normally outside the em- 
ployment performed for the 
benefit of third persons but 
the affect of which is to foster 
good will toward the master”. 
There is no doubt but that this 

social interlude at Fucci’s was 
prompted by Martenson as a pro- 
motional activity, a gesture de- 
signed to encourage good will: 
and that O’Regan’s participation 
therein at the expressed invita- 
tion of his employer was likewise 
designed to augment such rela- 
| tionship with Bost. Indeed, on 
ithe next day, when O’Regan’s 
|wife telephoned Mr. Martenson 
|to inquire about what had hap- 
pened, he stated to her that 
“they were out on business”. 

Nor can there be any doubt 
i|that the consuming of three 
|drinks of scotch and soda was 
| the cause for his being “high” or 
“slightly drunk”. If this state or 
condition arose out of his em- 
ployment--and it reasonably fol- 
lows from the proofs that it did, 
then the accident to which this 
was a contributing factor, was 
causally related to it and like- 
wise arose out of the employ- 
ment. 

In a well reasoned opinion in 
the recent case of Williams Vs. 
Corby’s Enterprise Laundry, 64 
N. J. Super. 561, cert. denied 34 
N. J. 330 (1961), the court stated:- 

“We deem especially import- 
ant the now-settled principle 
that where there has been an 
unwitnessed fatal mishap oc- 
curring within the time and 
space limits of the employment, 
the claimant’s standard of 
proof will be considerably re- 
laxed. Macko Vs. Herbert 
Hinchman & Son, 24 N. J. Su- 
per. 304, 94 A. 2d 690 (App. Div. 
1957); Greenfarb Vs. Arre, 62 
N. J. Super, 420, 163 A. 2d 173 
(App. Div.) - Certification de- 
nied 33 N. J. 454, A 2d 233 
(1960) see annotation, 120 
A.L.R. 684 (1939; 1 Larson, Su- 
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pra, par. 10:32, pp 101-106. To the 
the extent that Nardone Vs. 
Public Service Electric & Gas 
Co., 113 N. J. L. 540, 174 A. 745 
(Supr. Ct. 1934) is inconsistent | 
with this principle, we agree} 
with the court in Macko that 
the Nardone philosophy has 
been substantially, if not com- 
pletely, eroded by subsequent | 
decision. See, e.g. Olivera Vs. 
Hatco Chemical Co., 55 N. J. 
Super. 336, 150 A 2d 781 (App. 
Div.) certification denied 30 
N. J. 557, 154 A 2d 449 (1959). 
Relaxation of the evidentiary 
burden not only accords with | 
the salutary purposes of com- | 
pensation legislation, see Gar- 
giulo Vs. Gargiulo, 13 N. J. 8, 
97 A 2d 593 (1953) but also con- 
Stitutes warranted recognition 
of the fact that one cannot be 
expected, in such a situation, to 
do more than present the more 
believeable of the competing 
hypotheses. * * * 

While we shall never know 

the exact nature of decedent’s 
fall, the confined area in which 
he fell, heavily congested with 
pipes and machinery, is of sub- 
stantial probative value in at- 
tempting to reconstruct the} 
event. Considering this factor, 
and also taking into account 
the autopsy findings of lacer- 
ation (a tearing type of wound 
indicative of contact with a 
sharp or protruding object) 
and stellate fracture, we are of 
the opinion that petitioner has 
successfully established the 
probability of her thesis that 
the fracture was the result of 
contact of decedent’s head with 
something other than the bare 
concrete floor”. 
So here, while, in all prob- 
ability, it will never be known | 
why O’Regan’s car skidded into | 
the parked car, the photographs, | 
which were received in evidence, | 
make it evidently clear that he| 
did so skid; and the conclusion | 
that his somewhat inebriated | 
condition impaired his reflexes 
and lessened his driving effici- | : > 
ency, is persuasive, if not indeed! in a risk connected with thé 
compelling. | employment and flows as a ra- 
I am firmly of the opinion that, tonal consequence”. 


i+3 : : The situation at bar is anal- 
the petitioner here as in the Wil- g : . ¥ 
liams case, supra, “has success- | S80 to bigs a oe Fp 
fully established the probability |V@Tymens Ueague “O-Up. AS 
of her thesis” that O’Regan’s| sociation, 200 A. 493 (Workmen’s 


y: : {Compensation Bureau - 1938), 
death resulted from an accident, ed with approval in Bobertz 


PPP A cit 
caused by a condition which | ~--* ; ; 
arose out of and in the course VS: Board of Education of Hill- 


of his employment. | Side Township, 134 N. J. L. 444 


| . Ct. 1946) to wit:- 
Nor does the fact that the ac- | ate field of his (Rafferty’s 


cident occurred away from work | employment, measured and 
defeat the petitioner's right | to | limited, not by material space. 
recovery. The condition which’ put by his ability and resource- 
caused or contributed to its Oc-/  fyiness to find, interest and re- 
currence, developed while he Was| tain customers. persons and 
performing his duty at a time| rms interested in the products 
and place where he might rea-| o6¢ pis employer, in a sens¢ 
sonably be expected to be in dis-| were boundless. His duties were 
charging the obligations incident indeed multitudinous. Robert 
to his employment. The rule gov- M. Mason, sales manager and 
erning the present case is aptly! qecedent’s immediate superior. 
stated in Reynolds Vs. Passaic) testified that although Raffer- 
Valley Sewerage Commission, 130 ty’s efforts in the main were 
N. J. L. 437, namely, “The sound; geyoted to selling, he also acted 
rule is that whenever conditions| in the capacity of contact man 
attached to the place of employ-; nq trouble shooter, and was 
ment or otherwise incident to frequently called upon to rep- 
the employment are factors in| resent the respondent at ban- 
the catastrophic combination, the quets. While thus authorized 
consequent injury arises out Of| and expected to entertain pros- 
the employment”. 

This rule has been applied by 


the courts in 
cases:- 
Connelly Vs. Samaritan Hos- 

pital, 259 N. Y. 137, (Ct. of 
App.) “If except for the em- 
ployment the fall though due 
to a cause not related to the 
employment would not have 
carried the consequences ji 
did, then casual connection is 
established between injury and 
employment and the accident 
arose out of the employment. 
The employment has subjected 
the workman to a _ special 
danger which in fact resulted 
in injury”. 


following 





N. J. 36 (Supr. Ct. 1948) “We 
find that the employment was 
the basis of a series of reac- 
tions culminating in the as- 
sault. As such, the resulting in- 
juries are compensable since 
all the events preceding the 
assault were rational conse- 
quences of a risk incurred from 
the performance of duty of 
employment”. 

Terlecki Vs Strauss, 85 N. J 
L. 454 (Supr. Ct. 1914) “The 
employment was not indeed 
the proximate cause of the ac- 
cident but it was the cause in 
the sense that, but for the em- 
ployment, the accident would 
not have happened. The em- 
ployment was one of the neces- 
sary antecedents to the acci- 
dent”. 

Gargiulo Vs. Gargiulo, 13 
N. J. 8, (Supr. Ct. 1953) “An 
accident is one arising out of 
the employment within the 
meaning of the Workmen's 
Compensation Act if it ensue 
from a risk reasonably inciden: 
thereto, for then the accident 
is in some sense due to the em- 
ployment”. 

“There must be a causal re- 
lation between the injury and 
the conditions under which th: 
work was required to be dons 
but foreseeability of the injury 
is not the test. It need not hav: 
been expected. Rather, it suf- 


| 
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In compliance with the request of our many clients for a 
more centralized location, William C. O’Brien & Associates 
are happy to announce that on or before December 1, 1961 we 
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where an air-conditioned. fully equipped hearing room will be 
available at no additional cost, for depositions, investigations, 


statements and all pre-trial activities. 


We look forward to a continuation of service to our 
clienis with courtesy, efficiency and the expert reporting per- 


sonnel that has been our trademark through the years. 
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pects and to attend dinners 
given by the trade where there 
was a reasonable likelihood of 
securing new customers or of 
creating a spirit of good will 
with old customers, decedent’s 


time and the methods em-| 


ployed were his own. Under 
such circumstances, the at- 
tendance by Rafferty at the 
banquet at the Pennsylvania 


Hotel during the early part of | 


the evening on December 1, 
1936 and later at the informal 


party at the Hotel New York- | 


er, was in the nature of a 
special duty. His employment 
did not have its inception upon 
his arrival at the first hotel, 
nor did it end immediately 
upon his departure from the 
second hotel. It began the in- 
stant he left the respondent’s 
office to drive down to the 
Pennsylvania Hotel and con- 
tinued during his stay at the 
banquet, during his travel en 


route to Hotel New Yorker, dur- | 


ing his stay there at the in- 
formal party given by col- 
league, and during his travel 
from the latter hotel to his 
home in Maplewood. Unfortun- 
ately, through tragic circum- 
stances, Rafferty never reached 
his home because it was while 
en route that he met with this 
horrible accident”’. 


“The accident arose in the 
course of his employment be- 
cause it occurred while he was 
returning to his home after 


the performance of a special 
duty for his employer. The ac- 
cident arose out of his employ- 
ment because it was the result 
of a risk directly related to 
conditions peculiar to the 
special nature of his employ- 
ment. In the discharge of his 
services he was furnishe 
automobile by his employer; 
and the danger incident to the 
use Of such automobile was a 
causative factor peculiar to his 
work, especially so, after long 
hours of extra service, produc- 
ing mental and physical fatigue 
which increased the 7 
of auto travel. When the 
cedent turned off the main 
highway upon reaching Jersey 
City and thereafter parked his 
car along Hudson Street, pre- 
sumably because of the urge 
for sleep, his act in doing so 
cannot be considered a devi- 
ation because the very reason 
leading to such a course was a 
condition brought about by his 
employment, namely lack of 
proper rest and sleep after 
twenty hours of continual duty. 
And in the matter of Connelly 
Vs. Samaritan Hospital, 259 
N. Y. 137, 181 N. E. 76, it was 
held, “Whenever conditions 
attached to the place of em- 
ployment or otherwise incident 
to the employment are factors 
in the catastrophic combina- 
tion, the consequent injury 
arises out of the employment”. 


Assuming arguendo that this 









P 


social excursion of O’Regan with 
the other two men was construed 


| 
} 
| 
jas a recreational activity despite 
| the evidence that it was designed 
to promote good business rela- 
tionships, the accident here 
would still be compensable. 
Cases, allowing recoveries for 
recreational-induced injuries, are 
Kelly Vs. Hackensack Water Co., 
10 N. J. Super. 528, Harrison Vs. 
Stanton, 26 N. J. Super. 194, aff’d 
14 N. J. 172, De Charme Vs. Co- 
lumbia Engineering Co., 31 N. J. 
Super. 167, and Complitano Vs. 
Steel & Alloy Tank Co., 34 N. J. 
300 (Supr. Ct. 1961), reversing 

63 Super. Ct. 444, to cite only a 

few. 

In the Complitano Case, supra, 
the Supreme Court reversed for 
the reasons set forth by Judge 
Conford in his dissenting opinion 
in 63 N.J. Super. 444, who stated:- 

“By now there is nothing 
novel in the general idea that 
the injury of an employee while 
engaged in a recreational ac- | 
tivity is compensable if there 
is sufficient identification of 
the employer with the activity 
by way of time and location, | 
or through sponsorship or en- | 
couragement of the activity | 
by, or benefit therefrom to the 
employer. Larson Workmen’s 

Compensation Law (1950) par. 

22, pp. 328 et seq. | 

A program of mutual benefit | 
does not lose its operative ef- 
fect of employment-connection 

merely because the idea did 

not originate with the employ- 

er. Note the observation above 
that the activity in both Du- 

Charme and Hackensack Water 

Company cases, supra, was in 


effect at the time of the in-|@uired knowledge of O’Regan’s| pension plans would be required 
jury because of requests by injuries, together with informa- ito be set up under the rules of 
“ | tion of his resultant death, with- | present law, giving all full-time 

in twenty-four hours after the! employees coverage on the same 
occurrence of the said accident. | 
5. That as a result of the in-| 
juries sustained in the said ac-'! 
cident, O’Regan died on April | 
| cluded in the plan, although an 
| important exception to this pro- 


employees. 

Here the evidence is that the 
employer adopted the program 
wholeheartedly, as manifested | 
by attendance by executives | 
and a foreman at games, the 
placing of the company victory 
trophies in a prominent place 
in the executive offices, and 
rewarding the players with an | 
outing at a World Series game. 
I find there was clear and sub- | 
stantial benefit to the em- 
ployer in fact, and that the 
prospect of such _ benefits, 
rather than pure altruism 
alone, substantially motivated 
respondent’s sponsorship of the 
activity. The activity conse- 
quently came within the scope 
of the employment for pur-|} 
poses of the operation and ef- 
fect of the Workmen’s Com- | 
pensation Act”. | 


In my considered opinion the | 
petitioner has successfully met | 
the burden of proof in establish- | 
ing, by the clear weight of the| 
evidence, that her decedent, Der- | 
mott F. O’Regan, suffered bodily } 
injuries on April 25, 1959, by| 
reason .of an accident, arising | 
out of and in the course of his | 
employment with the respond- | 
ent, with injuries resulted in his | 
death on April 26, 1959. While 
generally an accident, occurring 
to an employee away from his 
employer’s premises upon going 
to or returning from work, does 
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not arise out of and in the course 
of employment, under certain 
circumstances such an accident 
is said to meet the statutory re- 
quirements if, as here, a con- 
dition of the employment, which 
tends to impair one’s driving 
skill and capacity, becomes an 
agent provocator in contribut- 
ing to the catastrophic happen- 
ing. As was so aptly stated in 
Secor Vs. Penn Service Garage, 
19 N. J. 315 (Supr. Ct. 1955), 


“This remedial social legis- 
lation is designed to place the 
costs of accidental injuries, 
which are  work-connected, 
upon employers who may read- 
ily provide for them as operat- 
ing expenses. The act nowhere 
either in its terms or purposes, 
embodies the common law con- 
cept of proximate causation; 
on the contrary it is enough if 
the employment is a contribu- 
tory cause”. 

Upon a careful consideration 
of all the evidence in this case, 
I find and determine the follow- 
ing facts: 

1. That the petitioner’s hus- 
band, Dermott F. O’Regan, was 
regularly employed by the re- 
spondent, New Jersey Hardware 
Co., as salesman-estimator, which 
employment was subject to Ar- 
ticle II of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act. 

2. That he received wages at 
the rate of $115.00 per week. 

3. That on April 25, 1959, he 
suffered bodily injuries as the 
result of an accident, arising out 
of and in the course of his em- 
ployment with the respondent. 

4. That the respondent ac- 


26, 1959 at the Rahway Hospital, 
Rahway, N. J. 


John J. Stahl | 
Judge of Compensation | 





‘Congress Expected To 


Neg 


WASHINGTON, D.C. (ACCN)— 
Before Congress adjourned in 
September the Senate Finance 
Committee reported to the full 
Senate its own version of the 
House bill (H.R. 10) to permit 
self-employed individuals to set 
up retirement plans. The House 
had already passed its bill and 
the Senate is expected to bring 
its own version of the measure 
to the floor early in the new ses- 
sion of Congress that begins in 
January. 

In general, the Senate version 
of the bill is essentially the same 
as a similar bill reported out by 
the Finance Committee last year. 

Among the differences, how- 
ever, between the 1961 and 1960 
Senate measures is the fact that 
the current bill does not include 
last year’s provision to impose 
upon owner-managers partici- 
pating in corporate retirement 
plans the same restrictions as 
would be imposed on self-em- 
ployed persons. This avoids the 
political and other pitfalls in- 
volved in equating for tax pur- 
poses the treatment of retire- 
ment plans for these two types 


of basically-executive personnel. | 


The present bill also differs 
from last year’s version in in- 
cluding a provision to allow in- 
dividuals not covered by any pri- 
vate retirement program to in- 
vest in special retirement gov- 
ernment bonds. 

In general, the bill treats self- 
employed individuals as employ- 
ees for purposes of pension plans. 
In all cases, nondiscriminatory 


basis as the self-employed per- 
son. If the self-employed indi- 
vidual had one or more employ- 





ees they would have to be in- 


vision is that seasonal, part-time | 
and temporary employees could | 
be excluded in ordinary cases. 


Act On Self-Employed 


Bills Next Year 


The limit on contributions for 
everybody would be $2,500 per 
year or 10 per cent of earned in- 
come, whichever is the lesser. 
The maximum tax deduction for 
contributions on behalf of the 
self-employed individual would 
be $1,750. 

Earned income would be de- 
fined as professional fees and 
other compensation for personal 
services. Where both capital and 
personal services are material 
income-producing factors, the 
term would mean not more than 
30 per cent of income from the 
business, but not less than $2,500 
where the self-employed person 
rendered full-time personal ser- 
vices. 

There would be no capital 
gains treatment for lump sum 
distributions upon retirement. 
Everyone would be required to 
pay income tax upon any money 
drawn upon retirement. How- 
ever, there would an averaging 
treatment for lump sum pay- 
ments. 


Raff Named To CCL 
Board 


Lawrence B. Raff of the New- 
ark law firm of Raff, Sherman & 
Scheider, has been named a 
member of the Board of Gover- 
nors of the Commercial Law 
League of America. 


Prior to election to the Board 
of Governors of the League, he 
was Recording Secretary, having 
held that office in 1953-54. In 
addition, he is a member of the 
Executive Council of the New 
York Regional Members Associa- 
tion of the League. 
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This is our new location, opposite the Bergen 
County Court House in Hackensack. In it, we have 


consolidated our New Jersey operations. 


It is a new building, constructed to our specifica- 
tions, and designed to provide a comfortable, con- 


venient and air-conditioned place to discuss and close 


your real estate transactions. 


The latchkey is on the outside. Please pay us a 
visit. There are ample parking facilities. 
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quire by inheritance, devise or 





ing is such a place. The build- 
ing is a three-story remodeled 
residence, and meetings have 
been held with as many as 125 
using folding chairs. While the 
building code does not prohibit 
public assemblage of over 100 
here, the code’s occupancy al- 
lowances could not be met unless 
the attendance was kept well 
below 100. Also, testimony of 
architect supported conclusion 
that the building was not prop- 
erly a place of assembly seating 
over 100. It is noted that in 
dismissing from the case the 
local officials who are individual 
defendants the Chan. Div. erred, 
because combining claim for in- 
junctive relief with action in 
lieu of prerogative writs has been 
approved. 

In re Rinehart (A-474-60, de- 
cided November 22, 1961) 

Full digest on page 3. 

Dowd v. Boro Drugs, Inc. (A-398- 
60, decided November 22, 1961) 

Full digest on page 2. 
Deerhurst Estates v. Meadow, et 
al (A-675-60, decided November 
20, 1961) 

Full digest on page 1. 
Hardman v. Ford Motor Co., et al 
(A-962-59, A-968-59, A-969-59, 
decided November 16, 1961) 

Full digest on page 2. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Silver v. Williams, et als (Essex 
County, F-1466-60, decided No- 

vember 16, 1961) 

Full digest on page 3. 
Bankers Trust Co. of N. Y. v. 
Crane, et als (Hudson County, 
C-2215-59. decided October 27, 
1961) 

In action by executors seeking 
instructions with respect to pro- 
visions of will based upon ques- 


tion arising from property set-j; 


bequest, court held that two be- 
quests to the husband which 
were still subject to outstanding 
life tenancies at the time of the 
wife’s death should be paid over 
to the husband and that the 
wife’s estate had no interest in 
them. That provision in divorce 
decree is not to be considered as 
an enforceable contract obliga- 
tion, but as an obligation based 
upon the marriage status, which 
terminated upon the _ wife’s 
death. Of course, the wife’s es- 
tate is entitled to one-half of 
the bequest made outright to the 
husband where the testator died 
14 days before the wife. 


Summit v. Horton Corp., et al 
(Union County, C-31-60, decided 
November 14, 1961) 

In municipality’s suit against 
|land developer to compel it to 
build adequate storm sewer sys- 
tem in area developed by it and 
to enjoin its subsidiary Corp. 
from selling certain house in de- 
velopment because it is con- 
structed below level of storm 
sewer, court held for defendants. 
Defendant having complied with 
plat and improvement plans sub- 
mitted in connection with pre- 
liminary and finai approval, the 
municipality cannot, after final 
approval, impose this added ma- 
jor burden upon defendant. The 
determination of facilities to 
care for problem of water drain- 
age in a proposed subdivision 
should be made overall at the in- 
ception, on the application for 
tentative approval. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Galante vy. Teaneck Dept. of 
Health, et als (Bergen County, 
L-10493-60, P.W., decided No- 
vember 16, 1961) 
On motion for summary judg- 





Columbia University 
Bridges Gap Between 
U.S. and Foreign Laws 


Parker School of Foreign and 
Comparative Law to Observe 
30th Anniversary 


availed themselves of the help 
offered on the Columbia Univ- 


States which bridges the gap be- 
tween our laws and those of 
other countries have been, an 
attorney for a Venezuelan oil 
company learning the niceties of 
civil law in several Western 
Hemisphere countries, a repre- 
sentative of a Boston law firm 
trying to fathom special features 
of civil practice in Brazil, an as- 
sistant counsel of a large New 
York bank scrutinizing the fin- 
ancial laws of France and Spain, 
a lawyer who has direct super- 
vision of the international legal 
problems of a large dairy prod- 
ucts corporation studying the 
civil codes of several African 
countries, and an attorney for 
an American oil company in 
Saudi Arabia boning up on the 
general problems faced by Amer- 
ican corporations doing business 
abroad. 

Counterparts of these advanc- 
ed students — possibly 25 or 30 
more — are expected to be in 
attendance next year at Colum- 


and Comparative Law to seek 
help in solving similar riddles in 
how the scales of justice change 
as national boundaries are cross- 
ed. They will be instructed by 
widely-known professors and 
practitioners from Europe and 
the United States. Director of 
the Parker School is Professor 
Willis L. M. Reese. 


bia’s Parker School of Foreign | 


To observe the 30th annivers- | 


Would Hold Cities Liable For Accidents Caused 
By Defective Traffic Signals 





Should a city be held respons- 
ible for an automobile accident 
caused by a defective traffic 
light or misplaced stop sign? 
| As things stand now, drivers 
| injured in such accidents cannot 





‘cities, but if Patrick Herbst—a 


| young law student who has con- 


jhad his way, 
| would be required to pay dam- 
'ages for such accidents. 

| Herbst, who studied the ques- 
|tion of municipal liability in 
traffic accidents in preparing his 
master of laws thesis at the Un- 
iversity of California Law School, 
says there is a definite trend 
towards municipal responsibility 
'in such accidents. 

In his thesis, “Municipal Tort 
Liability for Inadequate Traffic 
Regulations,” published by the 
Automotive Safety Foundation, 
Herbst points out that a major- 
ity of municipalities in 


| tory law for injuries sustained as 
}a consequence of failure to keep 
| streets in good repair and free 
|from obstructions. He contends 
| that maintenance of traffic sig- 
| nals and signs are aS much a 
| part of a municipality’s function 
|of maintaining safe traffic con- 
| ditions as is the duty of keeping 
| the street surfaces in repair. 

The main argument against 
| this, according to Herbst, is that 
| the keeping of a street in a con- 
| dition reasonably safe for travel 
jhas reference to its physical 
| condition and relates to the cor- 


|porate powers of a city, which | 


|earry liability under common 
| law, while the regulation of traf- 
|fic on a street is a police power 
| of a city and has carried immun- 


‘ity from liability. 


municipalities | 


this | 
country are liable under statu- | 


tlement made in a divorce case | ment in action in lieu of prerog- 
by one of the beneficiaries under | ative writ to test validity of 
the will, which provision was in-| municipal ordinance requiring a 
corporated into Ill. divorce de-| municipal license for beauty 
cree, by which he assigned to his| shops court held the ordinance 
former wife one-half interest in| invalid. R.S. 45:4A-1 to 35 has 
any property he might later ac- | delegated control of beauty cul- 





ary of the founding of this un-| 
ique Columbia unit, a “Thirtieth;}thus been concerned’ with 
Anniversary Symposium” will be} whether maintenance of traf- 
held Friday and Saturday, De- | fic signs and signals falls under | 
cember 8 and 9. /a municipality’s corporate du- | 

At sessions ranging from a_| ties or its police powers. General- | 
dinner at the Union Club on De- | ly, the decision has gone against | 
cember 8 to meetings at the Col-|plaintiffs in these cases, he| 


Most litigation of liability has | 
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ture, including regulation and 
licensing of beauty shops, to the 
State Board of Beauty Culture, 
expressly reserving to municipal- 
| ities only the regulation of open- 
ling and closing on Sunday, holi- 
days and week day hours. Since 
the provisions of.the ordinance 
relating to beauty shops are not 
severable from those relating to 
the licensing of barber shops, 
| authorized under the Barber Act, 
ithe entire ordinance must be 
|held invalid. 





North Hudson Lawyers 
| Club Dinner-Dance 


;Club will hold its second Annual 
|Holiday Dinner Dance on Sat- 
| urday evening, December 9th, at 
|Columbia Park Cabana Club in 
| North Bergen. 
| The evening’s 
|eludes a_ cocktail 
| d’eouvres, dinner, 
entertainment. 
Reservations are $10.00 per 
|person and may be made with 
|Robert W. Bazzani, 1300 Central 
| Ave., Union City. Guests are in- 
| vited. 


program 
hour, 
dancing 


hors 
and 
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umbia School of Law on Decem- | 
ber 9, those attending will hear | 
a distinguished group of speak- | 
ers including Jacques Barzun, | 
dean of Faculties and provost | 
of Columbia. | 
The central theme of the for- | 
um is “Problems of Choice in 
International Contracts.” 
The Parker School traces its 
existence to the beneficience of 
Judge Edwin B. Parker, a suc-! 





| served on 


| fore his death in 1929. 


cessful international lawyer who 
several war claims 
commissions in the decade be- 


He left the bulk of his estate 


in trust for the founding of a 


cial 


in- | 


| a] : |school to teach young men of 
The North Hudson Lawyers | 


proven character subjects “cal- 
culated thoroughly to equip 
them” to serve their country in 
its foreign relations, or to finan- | 
or industrial institutions 
whose activities “indirectly af- 
fect foreign relations.” 

The Parker School was the} 
result. From 1931 to 1953 its} 
activities were restricted by the 
depression and later by portions | 
of the trust’s income which had 
to be paid to certain life inter- | 
ests. 

In the last eight years, how- 
ever, with more funds available, 
the Parker School has greatly 
increased its scope. It has in-| 
augurated several courses on for- | 
eign legal systems, conducted 
numerous seminars, and expand- | 
ed its services to the point where 
about half of the students of 
Columbia Law School take one} 
or more of its courses. Its sum- | 
mer programs were begun in| 
1957. 
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; municipality liable 


| was no statutory duty. 


writes, although eminent jur-| 
ists have offered dissenting opin- 
ions, declaring that the mainten- 
ance of signs and signals is a 


| corporate function just as is the 


maintenance of streets. | 
In several cases, courts have | 


| based their decision on whether | 
; or not the municipal statutes ex- | 
|pressly gave city 


Officials the! 
responsibility of erecting and 
maintaining traffic control de- 
vices. If such a _ responsibility 
was in the statutes, many courts 
have ruled that this made the 
for injuries 
suffered through the city’s fail- 
ure to maintain traffic controls 
properly, the author points out. 
On the other hand, where the} 
setting up of signs and signals 
was not expressly made a city‘s 
responsibility in its statutes, the 
traffic control system was held | 
to be a police power, and the| 
city had immunity. | 
However, one notable excep- | 
tion to these rulings is cited as | 
a precedent by the young law-| 
yer. He mentions a case in East 
Moline, Ill., where the city was | 
held liable even though there | 


In the East Moline case, a traf- 
fic signal at a busy intersection 
had been Knocked down. City of- 
ficials had taken no action to 
replace it, and five days later a 
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| driver was injured in an accident 
|caused by the absence of the 
| traffic signal. The city was sued 
| and the court decided that, even 
'though the city had no legal 
| duty to erect traffic signals, onc 


Among the participants whO! obtain compensation from most} it had done so it was liable for 


|accidents resulting from failure 
|to maintain them properly. This 


ersity campus by the only insti- | qucted an intensive study of this| decision was upheld by the Sup- 
tution of its kind in the United | problem in the United States—|reme Court of Illinois. 


Other cases in which munici- 
palities have been declared liable 
| for accidents caused by defective 

traffic signs and signals involved 

| Statutory waivers of immunity 
|for negligence of city officers 
|and employes, Herbst points out. 
|He also cites California’s Public 
Liability Act which holds cities 
liable for injuries and damage 
| suffered because of dangerous or 
defective conditions of public 
Streets, highways and property. 
The courts have held that cities 
|were responsible for defective 
| traffic lights, regarding them as 
“public property.” 

Herbst proposes that municipal 
liability for accidents resulting 
|from defective traffic signs be 
}extended to all cities, whether 
| specific statutory duties require 
|the erection of traffic controls 
|or not. He maintains that this 
| Will guarantee safer traffic con- 
| ditions, because this liability 
| would put a definite pressure on 
| responsible authorities to main- 
|tain traffic controls better than 
|'most of them now do. In addi- 
tion, he urges that the individual 
citizen should be compensated 
for losses no matter who has 
been responsible for them. 


Bills Vetoed 


Governor Meyner has vetoed 

the following bills: 
Absolute 

A-3 Municipal Planning Act — 
|]and subdivisions — local plan- 
|ning board approval. 

Conditional 

S-161 In Rem Tax Foreclosure 
Act — procedure 

S-227 Property tax exemptions 
—persons over 65 years of age— 
husband and wife combined in- 
come. 
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Federal Tax Notes 





By Harold Kamens 


UNDERSTATED RECEIPTS: A 
taxpayer in the junk and live- 
stock business understated re- 
ceipts from the sale of scrap and 
also failed to report receipts from 
livestock sales. 

Held: Fraud penalties are up- 
held upon a showing that the 
income from the scrap sales was 
received by taxpayer under a 
fictitious name and that tax- 
payer had been convicted of 
criminal tax evasion for one of 
the years in issue. Checkoway, 
TCM 1960-211. 


Rev. Rul. 61-101: VALIDITY 
AGAINST MORTGAGEES, 
PLEDGEES, PURCHASERS, AND 
JUDGMENT CREDITORS: The 
Internal Revenue Service will 
follow the principles of law set 
out in United States vs. City of 
New Britain et al, 347 U. S. 81 
(1954), C. B. 1954-1, 277, re- 
manded sub nomine, Brown vs. 
General Laundry Service, 113 A. 
2d 601 (Sup. Ct. Conn. 1955) 
rather than the principles enun- 
ciated in In the Matter of Quaker 
City Uniform Co., Inc., 238 Fed. 
(2d) 155, (C. A. 3d 1956) cer- 
tiorari denied 352 U. S. 1030, or 
in Ferris vs. Chic-Mint Gum Co., 
124 Atl. 577 (Del. Ch. Ct. 1924). 
These principles will be followed 
by the Service when asserting its 
tax claim against the proceeds 
realized from the bankruptcy 
sale of personal property in in- 
stances where a circular priority 
Situation develops because ap- 
plicable provisions of section 67c 
of the Bankruptcy Act require 
the postponement in payment of 
the Federal tax lien or other 
statutory lien to the payment of 
costs of administration and wage 
claims. 


Rev. Rul. 61-97: BASIS OF 
PROPERTY COST: Where 
shares of stock, which were pur- 
chased in different lots on differ- 
ent dates and left in the custody 
of a broker or other agent, are 
directed to be sold, an adequate 
identification is made, under 
section 1. 1012-1(c) of the Income 
Tax Regulations, if the owner 
(1) specifies to the agent in 
writing the sequence in which he 
desires the shares to be sold, (2) 
identifies the shares to be sold 
either by-their purchase date, 
cost, or both, and (3) receives a 
written confirmation of the 
specification from the agent. 
Stock identified in this manner 
is the stock sold or transferred 
even though stock certificates 
from a different lot are delivered 
to the transferee. This method 
of identification of shares is 
equally applicable to sales made 
pursuant to a systematic plan 
of liquidation provided the own- 
er’s instructions to the broker or 
other agent clearly identify the 
order to be followed in disposing 
of stock acquired in different 
lots, even though the liquidation 
is conducted over a long period 
but subject to a single order. The 
average price per share may not 
be used as the basis for the pur- 
pose of computing gains or losses 
upon sales of the shares. 


MARITAL DEDUCTION 
TRUST: The widow was entitled 
to the entire net income from 
the trust created under her hus- 
band’s will and, in addition she 
had a power to appoint the trust 
corpus. The Trustees, the widow, 
and her son were authorized to 
expend corpus for the support 
and education of her daughter. 
The Commissioner asserted that 
the trust corpus was subject 
a power given the trustees to in- 
vade for the benefit of someone 
other than the widow, and the 
marital deduction should not be 
allowed. 


Held: The Commissioner is up- 
held. The power was broad 
enough to permit diversion of 
portions of the trust corpus away 
from the widow by distribution 
to the daughter. Goodman, TCM 
1960-173. 


FRAUD: Taxpayer was em- 
ployed in the transportation in- 
dustry and also operated a farm. 
For the farm he kept income 
and expense journals that were 
turned over to an accountant 
who prepared taxpayer’s returns 
therefrom without any apparent 
verification. The books contained 
no erasures, alterations or false 
entries, nor was there any con- 
cealment of income. The Com- 
missioner asserted deficiencies 
based upon use of the bank de- 
posits and cancelled checks 
method. 

Held: Although some of the 
errors found were obviously the 
result of carelessness, there was 
no pattern or scheme of delib- 
erate concealment of receipts or 
overstatement of expenses; the 
Commissioner failed to meet his 
burden of proving fraud. Ac- 
cordingly, the assessments were 
barred by the statute of limita- 
tions. Haynes, TCM 1960-221. 

DEDUCTION OF PENALTY: 
Taxpayer was the president, di- 
rector and shareholder of a cor- 
poration that owed back em- 
ployee withholding, Social Se- 
curity and Federal unemploy- 
ment taxes. The corporation 
later became bankrupt. Under 
the Code, the responsible officer 
of a corporation that owes em- 
ployer’s taxes may be assessed 
with a penalty equal to 100% 
of the unpaid taxes. Taxpayer, 
as the responsible officer, was 
assessed with such 100% penalty, 
which he later paid. He claimed 
a deduction for this amount as 
a loss or bad debt. 

Held: The deduction is dis- 
allowed, since it would frustrate 
public policy to allow it. This 
was a penalty for taxpayer’s 
willful failure to have his cor- 
poration pay these taxes. To al- 
low a deduction would reduce 
the penalty. Smith, 34 TC No. 113. 


ANNUITY PREMIUMS: Tax- 
payer worked for two tax-exempt 
hospitals as a pathologist. The 
hospitals purchased annuities 
for him out of his compensation. 

Held: Since the effect was the 
same as if taxpayer had drawn 
down the cash and purchased 
the annuities himself, the hos- 
pitals could not be considered 
the purchasers of the annuities 
so as to permit taxpayer to ex- 
clude the amount of the pre- 
miums from his income. Llewel- 
lyn, TCM 1960-197. 

“B” REORGANIZATION: Tax- 
payer exchanged his stock for 
stock of another corporation plus 
$3 million in cash. He argued 
that the Code and the Regula- 
tions treat the exchanges as a 
“B” reorganization, recognizing 
gain only to the extent of the 
cash received as boot. The Tax 
Court agreed, noting that courts 
have so held and the Regulations 
seem to have concurred even to 
the extent of containing an illus- 
tration of a case like this. 

Held: The decision is reversed. 
From a lengthy examination of 
legislative history, it is con- 
cluded that a “B” reorganization 
exists only if the exchange is 
solely for stock. The boot pro- 
visions have no application to a | 
“B” reorganization. The ex-| 
change 
bow, CA-9 12/6/60. 


BAD DEBT DEDUCTION: Tax- | « 


payer organized a subsidiary to 
carry out a short-term project 
in the Dutch East Indies. A sub- 
sidiary was organized because 
taxpayer did not want to risk 
its own resources. Taxpayer ad- 
vanced $564,000 to the wholly- 
owned subsidiary. The subsidiary 
issued only 6 shares of $5 stock. 
The district court disallowed the 
bad debt deduction of $467,000 
after $97,000 of assets was re- 


ceived upon winding up the 
subsidiary. 
Held: The decision is reversed. 


Despite the extremely thin capi- 
talization, the parties intended 
that the advances would have 
the character of debt. The op- 
eration of the subsidiary was to 


is fully taxable. aaa | 


be completed in a short time. 
Byerlite Corp., CA-6, 12/15/60. 


STOCK REDEMPTION: After 
redemption of other interests, 
taxpayer held all of the pre- 
ferred and common stock of a 
corporation. The stock had origi- 
nally been issued in the incor- 
poration of a partnership. Tax- 
payer then had the corporation 
redeem all of his preferred 
shares. There was no contraction 
of the corporate business. 


Held: The redemption was es- 
sentially equivalent to a divi- 
dend. Ballanger, DC S. C., 12/1/60. 


REDEMPTION FOR SALE TO 
EMPLOYEES: Pursuant to an 
agreement among the five stock- 
holders of a corporation, the 
surviving stockholders purchased 
the stock of a deceased stock- 
holder at book value. The sur- 
viving stockholders, the tax- 
payers here, then resold the stock 
to the corporation, which held it 
as a treasury stock. The corpora- 
tion ultimately sold the stock to 
key employees to retain them in 
the business. 

Held: The sale by the tax- 
payers to the corporation was 
not essentially equivalent to a 
dividend. There was a business 
purpose in the arrangement. 
Decker, CA-6, 12/12/60. 


Rev. Rul. 61-102: IMPOSITION 
OF TAX (ESTATES, TRUSTS, 
BENEFICIARIES AND DECE- 
DENTS): A taxpayer who has 
the power to sell property in 
which he has a life interest but 
is required, under the terms of 
the will creating his life interest, 
to reinvest and conserve the pro- 
ceeds of such a sale for future 
distribution to remaindermen, is 
considered, for Federal income 
tax purposes, as acting in a fidu- 
ciary capacity with respect to 
the proceeds of any such sale. If 






the taxpayer sells the property 
under such circumstances he 
must report any gain from the 


sale on a U.S. Fiduciary Income 
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£12000.00 upon which there i 
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perty and the proper- 
$1200.00 which sum 
interest at 6% from 
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Dated: November 24, 1961 
BE ms NARD F. KAPLAN, 
4 ve aster of the Superior Court 
L.J.—Nov. 30, Dee, 7, 14, 21 $62.37 








Yale Law School Ass'n 
.To Hold Fall Meeting 


The Fall meeting of the Yale | 
Law School Association of New! 
Jersey will be held on Wednes- 
day, December 6, 1961 at the 
Downtown Club in Newark. The, 
speaker of the evening will be 
Vincent P. Biunno, of the New 
Jersey Bar. Mr. Biunno is a 
member of the American Bar 
Association’s Special Committee 
on Electronic Data Retrieval. 
His topic will be the Application 
of Electronic Data Processing 
Procedures to Legal Research. 


The meeting will be preceded 
by cocktails at 6:00 o’clock and 
a dinner at 7:00. All members 
of the Bar are invited to attend 
and bring their wives. Dinner 
reservations may be obtained 
from the Treasurer, Kenneth H. 
Fast, 24 Commerce St., Newark 2. 





LEGAL NOTICES 





ESSEX COUNTY COURT 





LAW DIVISION 

DOCKET NO. } 

CIVIL ACTION 

JUDGMENT 

IN THE MATTER OF THE 3 
APPLICATION OF ANTHOS JORDAN : 
STAMATI FOR LEAVE TO ASSUME : 
THE NAME OF ANTHOS STAMATI : 
JORDAN : 


AMATI having made 
vurt by duly verified | 
a judgment authorizing him to | 

: 


ANTHOS JORDAN ST 
if ol to this © 
t for 







NTHOS egg JOR- | 











ng to the Court that he 

of the perk ions of 
and the Rules ot | 

ar g satistied there 

iat there is no reasonable objection 

t is. on this 21st day of November 1961 
rot epee yg that ANTHOS JORDAN ST AMM - 

ATI be and he is hereby authorized to assum 
the ger riko ier STAMATI JORDAN, all 

‘cember 21, 1961; 

'F U it THE: KR OR 5 RED that within 10 days 
after the date hereof said plaintiff cause a 
, f this judgment to be published in the 
New Jersey Law Journal: and that wi'hin 
20 days after the entry of this judgm h 
dyment af lavit of publ n 


and 


tile this ju 
thereof with t 








is of sta 
such case made and pr 
s CHARLES S "BARRETT IN 


L.J Nov. 30 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeti 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous coneent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
pore STATE PENIS HING CO. 
ry ‘ this State. whose princi; 
eal at No r 3St Street, 
e City of Union City. f Hudson, 
f New Jersey Harber 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon. whom procese may served). han 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 








Tax Return, Form 1041, and pay 
the tax due thereon. 
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of this Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, I'v Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly pele and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald couseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 3} 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 

this Twenty-second day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 

and sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretarw of State. 


L.J Nov. 30, Dee. 7, 14 


ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
tugs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous coneent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


$21.60 





SHARLENE REALTY CO. INC 

oration of this State, whose principal 

is situated at No. 589 Central A venue, 
( of East Orange, County of 
State of New Jersey (Max She nan 


ein the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
{in mr ac office as provided by law. 
§ TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1] 
meals hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 


-second day of November, 
thousand nine hundred 


this Twenty 
A.D., one 


(Seal) 





and si ixty ne, 
EDW AR D J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 30, Dee 7. 14 $21.60 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION 
FOR ©HANGE OF NAME 
TAKE NOTICE that on Thursday, Decem- 
ber 14, 1961 at 9:30 o'clock in the fore- 
noon, we Tony Kostiewich and Mary Kos- 
tiewich, shall apply to the Essex County 


Court at the Essex County Court House in 


the City of Newark, New Jersey. for a 
judgment authorizing us to assume the 
names Joseph Kobech and Mary Kobech, re- 


spectively. 
TONY KOSTIEWICH 
MARY KOSTIEWICH 
WILLIAM GREENBERG, 
1180 Raymond Boulevard, 





Newark 2, New Jersey 
Attorney for Petitioners 


L.J.—Nov. 16, 23, 30, Dec. 7 $12.60 
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STATE OF NEW a 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 

yy duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ines for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

e unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 

CHARAN REALTY INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 9 Clinton Street. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Leo D. Schwarz 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revjsed Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by a!l the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings ofenesass | ig on file 

id office as provi ¥ 
~—— “AN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 

























fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twentieth day of November, 
(Seal) <A.D., one thowsand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 30, Dec. 7, 14 $21.60 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
DOCKET NO. 
CIVIL ACTION 
JUDGMENT 
IN THE M ‘ER OF THE APPL a ATION : 
OF DAB tUDD FOR LEAVE Té 
ASSUME THE NAME OF 
DAVID DABIE RUDD 
DABIE RUDD having made application to 
th ‘ourt by duly verified complaint for a 
1ent authorizing him to assume the 
» DAVID DABIE RUDD, and it appear 
ing to the Court that he has aa. Sesh 
all of the provisions of N.J.S.A. :52-1, 
et seq., and the Rules of Court, poets “the 
Court being satisfied thereof and that there 
is easonable objection thereto: 
I this 22nd day of November, 1961, 
Adj that DAR IE RUDD be and he 1s 
reby anthorized to assume the name DAVID 


he 
D AR IE RUDD 
FURTHER ORDERED that within 10 days 





after the date hereof said plaintiff eanse » 
copy of this judgment to be published in the 
New Jersey Law robelenoht and that within 
20 days after the entry of this judgment he 
file this BN nent and affidavit of publication 
there th the Clerk of the Essex County 
Court and a certi fied copy of this judgment 
Ww the Seceretary of State pursuant to the 
pr ms of the statute and —_— of eourt 
case made and provides 





s/ ROBERT A MATTHEWS 
pF 
LJ No 30 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
bs duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 











by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, 


deposited in my office that 

SO. HARRISUN ST. CORP. 

ry tion of this State, whose principal 
is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
Newark, County of Essex, 
Jersey (Harry Eisenberg 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upou whom process may be served). han 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey, preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twentieth day of November, 1961, file im 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
In writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 








in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twentieth day of November, 
(Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
LJ Nov 30, Dee. 7, 14 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-415 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. F 4172-60. Between Robert 
t » 2 












Savings and Loan 
. w J 





t 
125 feet we aiecty 
of Pensylvania 

parallel 
nce West- 
25 «feet; 
st line, 
et; ther vasterly 
to the place of 
conveyed to 
deed of S.S 
of New Jersey, 

and to be 
. this being 
fiven to 
for said convey- 


secure 











known and designated as #98 Wright 
k é Jersey 

nt of the Judgment 

le is the sum of 

Dollars and 


079.07), 


together with the 
f this sal 
*wark, 3 7 November 20, 
JOHN A. PAOLERCIO, Acting Sheriff 
Devin and Devin, Attorneys 
L.J Nov. 30, Dec. 7, 14, 21 
Dated: November 13, 
ESTATE OF ANNA CAPRIO, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six monthe from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against ad peneeener. 
OLIN DO DEL GUER 
JOSEPH A. ROTONDA, uae 
115 Bloomfield Avenue 
Newark. N. 
L.J.—Nov. 23, 30, 


1961 


$34.65 
1961 


Dec. 7, 14, 21 





es 
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LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 


LECAL NOTICES 











STATE OF ged JERSEY ‘ 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

RUT ANS ESTATES, IN4 
ration of is State w 
tuated No. ASD 4% 
ty of East Orange, Cour ‘ 
State of New Jer Sherman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the lesuing 
Yertificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, |. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Uereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-first day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 











in writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 








jin my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
xed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-first day of November, 
Seal) A.D., wousand e “tn dred | 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
I No oO. 1s 7. a4 £$?1.60 


NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ATKINS SHOP NORE 


rpoeration of this State. 


STATE OF 


PRESS 





being the agent therein and in change thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this pa ad of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Cwenty-second day of November, 1961. tile in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 














in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
his Twenty-seecond day Sethe c, 

Seal) A.D ne 1ousa hur ~] 
ind sixty : 
EDWARD J. PATTIEN 

lJ N an) Dy 7. 14 $21.60 


STATE ed NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTM T OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEKEAS, 





It appears to my satisfaction 





















authenticated record of the proceed 
the voluntary dissolution thereof 
¢ unanimous consent of all the stock 
lers. deposited in gpiy office that 
DAHAR RBALTY ©0O., INt 
poration of tl it Whose pr 
rf s situa 11 «on 
I City of t rk, Co yoo 
Stat New Jersey Jacob € 
being the azent taerein and in charge ties reo! 
upon whom precess may be served). liar 
with the requirements of Title 14 
ions, General, of Revised tatutes 
Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, to Hereby 
Certify thut the said corporation did. on the 
'wenty-s nd day of November, 1961, tile in 
my a duly evecuted and attested consent 
dissolution of said cor- | 
by all the stockholders | 
the record | 
now on file | 
provided by law 





TESTIMONY WHEREQE., 1 





have hereto set my hand and af 
xed mv official seai. at Trenton. 
venty-second day of Nov 
WARD PATTEN 
N , 1 7. 14 $21.60 | 
SHERIFF'S SALI 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) 1)-408 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEV JERSEY, 
CHANCERY DI Fay aig ESSEX COUNTY, 
DOCKET No. F-3269-60. Between Peter | 
\ Plair . and Lorenzo Hays 
als orenzo Hayes), et s 
Defe ECU TION For Sale 













I or parcel 
Ne Ww tai Bssex 
particularly de- 






















thence 


(3 92.91 
Tet now or 
for : thence 
4 34 degrees | 
o the We sterly | 
int and pl ace | 
ated as Street | 
Newark, New | 


the 







Judgment 
sum of 
Dollars 
together 


Acting Sheriff. | 


$38.43 














TAKE NOTICE will | 

pply to the Essex ¢ ty rt Honse, | 
~<a New Jersey on December 14th 1961 | 
at 9:30 A.M. for a Judgment authorizing 
them to as » the names of Donald Verbel 
and Sharyn Verbel respectively 

DONALD VERBELOVSKY 

SHARYN VERBELOVSKY 
MARCUS I. BLUM. ESQ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
1143 East Jersey Hewaed 
Elizabeth 4. New Jerse 
L.J.—Nov. 16, 23, 30, ‘Dee. 7 $9.45 





in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | tn writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockbolder® | portion, executed by all the f aad cor: | 
thereof, which said cousent and the record thereof, which said consent and the record | - 
«ef the proceedings aforesai a ah now on file | Of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file i 
in my said office as provided by law. | | | im my eaid office as provided by law. &E 
IN TESTIMONY “WHEREOF. | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF | 
bave hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and. af- | 1 
fixed my official seal. at ee | fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Fifteenth day f November, | this Ninth a if “ovember. | 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine indred | (seal uD ips the aaa’ Fee bey asd 
an . and sixty | 
EDW “Art RD Jie ef. ATTI | Dw ARD 7. PATTEN,. 
Ne eretart 7) tat ‘ ca , Secretary f State 
| L.J.—-Nov. 2 0, Dee. 7 $21.60] 1 3 Nov, 18. 23. 30 $21.60 
he ~ <— a ches 
| Dated: November 9, 1961 
ESTATE OF EVA M. CARRINO, deceased STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WIENER. Surrogate of the C unty of Essex. r CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
this day made on the tion of the — to whom these presents may come, 
, Executors of sal d deceased, dreeting : 


roti -reby given to the creditors of | 
suid deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, | 5 duly authenticated record of the proceed: | 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and {ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
demands against the estate of said deceased | >¥, the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
‘| within six months from this date, or they holders, deposited in my office that 
vill be forever barred from prosecuting or » [MENT CO. 
recovering the same against the subscribers. >, whose 
JOSEPH CARRINO ‘ 


it on the Westerly at a upon whom process may be served). 
nt 183 23, 30, Dee. 7, 14 complied with the requirements of Title if, 
io ae . ——— | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
Dated: October 24, 1961] of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
ESTATE OF FLOYD E. BECKER, ea ased. | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
5 to the order of DAVID H. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | - 
! inty of Essex, State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 


Bios 3 
hewn oe 


| 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP AKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 














pon y a 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


rements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iseuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution 


“om piled with — real 





NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 0 thie Certilicate of pee eg 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby Pca 46, a — I agg I Hovey 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the | (nti bat the said corporation did, on the 
Sixteenth day of November, 1961, file 19 | pywonty-seventh day of October, 1961. file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent | ,,,, 























july execute ni Llested cousent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| ,. . u ¢ the eeclets n of waa or 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | oe te ' t ©} uolder» 
thereof, which said consent and the record as the second 
of the proceedings aforesaid are noes on fle sj we pie s on file 
in my eald office as provided by la | in mv aw 
IN TESTIMONY WHE REOF, J ay, ! 
have hereto set my hand and af- and. af 
fixed my Official seal. at Trenton, Trenton 
this Sixteenth day November, ; of October, 
| (Seal) A.D... 0 isand ” d Se hundred and 
i and six m4 
| EDWARD J. PATTEN 
| Secretary of State 
La Nov. 23. 30, D 7 $21. 60/1 LJ <o 6. 23. 30 $21.60 
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NEW JE RSE x 
OF STA 


STATE OF STATE © ir 
DEPARTMENT - DEPARTMENT 


NEW 


OF 


JERSEY 
STATE 


CERIFICATE OF lbISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | rm oll whom these presents may come, 
H sreetin 


Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction | WHPREAS, It appears to mr eatisfaction, 
































by duly authenticated record of the proceed. | DY duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | {mgs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of al! the stock. | DY the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that | holders, deposited in my office that 

MARYKERR CORPORATION | MORBACH LUMBER & SUPPLY CO 

f . I r rat f this St hose pr ipa! 

52 s ated at N treet, 

Count Cit Newark f Essex, 

(Paula New Jersey Morbacbk 

being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 

upon whom process may be served). bas | upon whom process may be served). has 

| complied with the requirements of Title 14. | cumplied with the requirements of Titie 14, 

Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 

of sed Jersey, rears to the iesuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

of this Certitica of Dissolution. | of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THERE Foite, s | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 

Vertily that the said ec Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

































ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | {ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | DY the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that | holders, deposited in my office that 
TOWNLEY REALTY CO.. INC. BOBKER BEARING COMPANY OF 
eg lacisioneiion of ahis Altace. is TRENTON, INC. 263 
office is situated at No | @ corporation of this State, whose principal 
in the City of East ge, Cour py omce 3 248 Central Avenue, 
Essex, State of New Jk (Max Sherman | . County of Essex, | , 
being th t therei 1 in charge thereof, |"! ne ae eo 
ng the agen erein and in charge 4 t he ag here’ r sreot 
wing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
= whom | process be served): bee! non. whom process m be served). hae 





OF NEW J! a 
DEPARTMENT OF STA‘ 
CERTIFICATE DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

bo IT YoU RSELF SUPPLY co 


corporati 


STATE 





OCESS e 
requirements | 
f Revi ised | 
yt 


my ie a duly executed and attested consent 


tn writing to the dissuvlution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the steckholdere 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said o as provided br 


ce 
IN TESTIMONY 








have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
Sea usar nd ni 
J. PATTEN 

J 2 0 Dee. > $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JEI 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 

CekTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 












by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | in writing to the dissolution of sai 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | poration. executed fon ail the stockhold 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | thereof. which said cousent and the rec 
holders, deposited in my office that lof the proceedings aforesaid ' 

PLEASANTDALE BAKERY INC. {in my said office as provi 

FD f ti prince! pal | . TESTIMONY 

it Street, have hereto set 
Essex, mv official 





New Jers “Mandel — 










aw. 
WHEREOF, Ij 





LEGAL NOTICES 





| Dated: November 17, 1 
| ESTATE OF REGINA T. BOEGER, deceased 
| u order of DAVID 4 
of the County of Esser 
the appl ication of 


























made on 















LIAM BOEGER 
STATE BANK 












STATE OF NEW ye 

DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DIJSSé LUTION 
whom these presents may come, 


3. It appears to my sratisfactior 
henticated record of the proc 
the vvuluntary dissolutiun theres 
unanimoua congent of all the stock. 
deposited in my office that 
ROWN HOSIERY COMPANY, IN 
1 of tk ate, whose prin ] 
951 Broad St 
County of Easer 
| y (Helen te 
being the agent therein and in charge ies f 
npon whom process may served). han 
emplied with the reanirements of Title 14 
| “orporations, General. of Revised Stat: 
| of New Jerse preliminary to the ise. 
j of { ‘cate of Dissolution. 
j a SREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
; State of the State of New Jersey, Iu Hereby 
j Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
| Sixth rf 1961, file tn 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
id 








j by duly au 
for 
| by the 
holders, 


ROYAL ¢ 













| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 















day be 








; fixed 
j 


4 D. 





Sixth day mber, 
hundred 











being the agent therein and in charge the (Seal) bousanud 
upon whom process may be served). "hes | ty-one 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes Se cretary of State. 
of New water preliminary to the issuing | L.J Nov 6. 23. ) $2 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. — 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 
State of the State of New Jersey. lo Hereby j STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the ; DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
day f November, 1961 file in! CERTIFICATE OF DJSSOLTTION 


Tenth 


a duly executed and attested consent 




































complied with the requirements of Title 14. 








Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, Generai, of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New eT . oo, to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Cer ate Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW. THERER ORE. I, the Secretary of 


loo Hereby 


tbe State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
on 


State of the State of New Jersey, 1 
Certify that the said corporation did, 
Fifteenth day of November, 1961, file in| Ninth day of November. 


my office a duly executed and attested consent my office a duly executed and attested consent 





Certify that the said corporation did, on the |‘) 
1961, file in| St 









E CHAS 


COLACOPTULOS and 
Nit ‘OL ACOPTLOS 


| 























WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 





CLARA FROSCHAUER 
Ww EUGENE SAN FILIPPO, Attorney 
Sage ae “re ng the agent therein and in charge ag 
































f the 
eased. | Se 
0 


Certify that the said corporation did, on the | 
ond Nove 1961, file in| 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
;| In writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


day of mber, 























































‘against th Being poration, executed by all the stockbolders 
“ ae they | thereof, which said consent and the record 
a sagas f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
; = ‘i Sines: in my raid offce as provided by law 

TANE ae" rm IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
. . “ery have hereto set my hand and af- 

THE NATION AL NEWARK AND ESSEX ¢ ~ y * 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK eee ee ae 
ee So0ns ttornevs this of Novem : 

j Soons & Si ons, Attorneys (Seal) ; > nm Pipes | 
744 Broad S A.i nine u | 
Ne ‘wark 2. a | 

. or, 9, 16. 23, 30 sii J. ‘PATTEN, 
—— _ —_ ecr arv o State. 
L.J.—Nov. 16, 23, 3 $21.60 | 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT sg ) 1.60 | 
«KET NO 
; vil Action . TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: | 
NOTICE OF. ( CH ANGE OF NAME | TAKE NOTICE that the dersigned will 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICA. : ty raipel. at | 2 
TION OF GEORGE KING HALICKM AN time. or 
|}FOR LEAVE TO ASSUME THE NAME a rats a > 
OF GEORGE K. WELLINGTON : oes nee. Newark. | 
na : , - thorizing him 
Take notice that on the 7th day of Decem- aut 

ber, 1961 at 9:30 AM. in the forenoon, I seth ¢ S pha ee 
George King Halickman, shall apply to the Seiden SinneanGn es _ ? , 
Jssex County Court, at Essex County Con Rade and 3 dex j 
House, Newark, New Jersey for a judemen OLIMP 10 DOMENICO PARACHINI 
authorizing him to assume the George 19 Shephard Place } 
K. Wellington. Nutley, New Jersey 
CLIVE 8S. CUMMIS VICTOR RU SKIN | 
23 Fulton Street Attorney for Plaintiff 
Newark, New Jersey | 921 Bergen Avenue 
Attorney for Petitioner | Jersey City 6, N 
L.J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23, 30 $15.75 | L.J.—Nov. 16, 23, 30, Dec. 7 $13.23 | L. 































Meeting Room), 
. the Sth day of 
3 p.m. (Prevail- 










Jersey. 
the easterly 
yne hundred 
from the angle 
northerly course; 

mg the line, 
Garrabrant’ 8 


Essex County, 
“GINNING at a 


f Astor Street 











s | 


r otherwise, 


from the easterly | 
,Asto or Street 


rear line of both 
| 


imate amount of the Judgment | 
said sale is the sum of | 
Forty-Two Dollars and | 
($542.46), together with 


is sale. 
J., October 30, 1961. 
A. PAOLERCIO, Acting Sherif 
Bernard Horwitz. Attorney. 
J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23. 30 


= of to the 








| Sixteenth 


$49.14 | L.J.—Nov. 


do all to whom these presents may come, 





























i 
: | 
Fif th day of Nov tile | Third day of November, 1961, file in ng to the dissolution of said cor-| Greeting: — ; 
; my ‘office a duly executed ‘and atte ested consent | my office a duly executed and attested consent executed by all the stockholders | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactior 
tn writing to the dissolution of said cor-| in writing to the dissolution of said cor- aid consent and the record | YY duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
poration, executed by all the stockboldere poration, executed by all the stockholders ! aforesaid are ges for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
thereof, which said couseut and the record | thereof, which said cousent and the record ! office as provided by law. i the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file F of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Ble | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1| holders, deposited in my office that 
in my said offive as provided by law. {n my said office as provided by law. have hereto set my hand and af- | TWO BRIDGE REALTY CO., INC. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, } fixed my official «eal. at Trenton, | a corporation of Sti whose principal 
have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- : 4 me secahor: Act fie s t ‘ Broad Street 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, | fixed my official seal. at Trenton, Seal) Bn me Rangead end | City wark, County of Esser, 
this Fifteenth day of November, | this Third day of Novembe osixty-o : "| Stat New Jersey (I. Arthur Levy 

(Seal) A » . one thousand nine hundred | (Seal) A.D one thousand nine CnaEes E DW aR D J. PATTEN, | — the agent therein and in charge Fewest, 
and sixty-one d sixty-one of State. u whom process may serv 

| EDWARD J PATTEN } E ie re 'p J PATTE N. eee 0 ™ $21 80 | comp! a ee = Title lt. 

‘ecretary of State | Secretary of Se a eneral, 0 vi tutes 

I J.—N Dec. 7 $21.60], 7 oN 0 $21.60 ae ! of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 

| —— oo ic Dated: October 25, 1961) of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

| a as ee MIC HAE a SIMKO. ge NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

| STATE OF NEW JERSEY al *RaE suar e order of D ) - | State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT, OF) STATE Ww IENE ‘R. Surrogate ve st ee Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
CERTIFICATE | OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ont Ninth day of November, 1961, file ia 
a hom these presents may come, To al to u hom these presents may come, eae atl my office a duly executed and attested conse 
WHPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHERE appears to my satisfaction. the subscriber, | i. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed: | py guly au sated record of the proc their claims andj} i eens 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | {ngs for tary dissolution thereof said deceased | Pig ‘d b 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | py the unan 18 consent of all the etock- er | Off = provi aod B 
holders, deposited in my office that holders, den attad in my office that r| IN TES y 
RYAN-HOWARD, LTD ZIEGEL, EISMAN & CO. ST Praten | have 
ition this State, whose a ! f this State. ipal fixed mr offic at Treuto 
it N Is: Mai tice is s i at N is Street, | this Nintt f November, A.! 
Orange rf City -wark, County of Essex, } | Seal) ne nine hundred = and 
e Jersey (J W n Sta New Jerse y (Henry C. Goldsmith | Sixty-one 

being the agent therein and in charge thereof, being the agent therein and in charge pene. EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

upon whom process may be served). bas | upon whom process may be served). ha NOTICE OF APPLI “ATION FOR ie Secretary of State 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. ‘ ; 2 I.—Nov. 16, 23 ) $21 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
y the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, Sopesited in my office that 





being the axent therein « and in charge ‘thereof, 


upon whom proces ay be served). has 
complied with the reqlirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
Doration, executed by all the stockholders 


thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
{n my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official 


at Trenton, 


f November 


seal. 





(Seal) ine hundred 
L.J No $2 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to ichom these presents may come, 

Greeti 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


AUDREY REALTY CO.. INC 








“ (Max Sherman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom procese may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of Dissolution. 
EFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jerser, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
day of November, 


ms office a duly executed and attested consent 
In writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, execeted by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are eo on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 


State f 


1961. file in 


have hereto set my hand and atf- 

fred mr offcial seal. at Trenton. 

this Sixteenth day of November 
(Seal) A.D... one Seen nine hundred 

ani sixtr~ 

EDWARD 7 PATTEN, 

Secretary of State 





$21.60 


30, Dee. 7 
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— LEGAI. NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
ased, STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY sum cia, nae 
H DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE “~~ DEPARTMENT OF STATE THE SUPERIOR COURT UF NEW JERSBY 
ssex CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION LAW DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, DOCKET 
the Foot fe whom these presents may come, To au to whom these presents may come, To oll te whom these presents may come, Toot ie whom these presents may come, | v- 1 1o989-60 & 5-71-61. General Invest- 
Su reeting: reeting: jreeting: Freeting: iy: Mak c 
“gece WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Pointe Ss a peg of Pca cagye nd 
. by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- Alice A. icoos d Domini robe thel 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof Defer sant EXECUTION Cana - ° 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- = = = s. “3 -* J — » onimiraaakisue 
holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that Pets dP zy ib =tS e, above , eats cxaioaa 
CRESTWOOD ras S. IN HOP woop CONSTRUC TION CO. cc EEN ASSOCIATES, INO. “VICTOR REALTY CORPORATION” for sale by Public Vendue. Im Room 506. 
5 por of th whose t f is State, this State, whose principal ion of this State, whose principal] Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room). 





situated at No. 117 Van Wagenen| in Newark, on Tuesday, the 5th day of 
in the City of Jersey City. County of December, next, at 1:30 p.m. (Prevail- 
State of New Jersey (Leon Weil] ing Time). all the right, title and in- 


at No Men! o Park Shopping 


1s 
585 Central 
ny, in the City of 


Orange, C yunty 





“(Max 








S Jersey (Max Sherm: ( t vf ddiesex, State of 4 
being the agent therein ¢ and in charge thereof. 5 3 w eisman being the] being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | terest of the above named defendants. of. 
upon whom process may be served), has | being the agent therein and in charge eres. § n and charge thereof, upon] upon whom process may be served). bas /in and to all that tract or parcel of land, 
upon whom process may be served). haa | ess may be served) has complied} complied with the requirements of Title 14. | situate, lying and being in the City of 


omplied with the requirements of Title 14, ; ‘ 
c 'complied with the requirements of Title 14. tle 14, Corpora-| Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes | Newark, County of Essex and State of 









Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Sf - Ai - 
= of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Fae bagged Lae? aa | ee r Revised Statutes of New] of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | New Jersey: 
— of this Certificate of Dissolution. : New Jersey. Lae Dino 0 e@ issu:ng ry to the issuing of this] of this Certificate of Dissolution. BEGINNING at a point in the south- 
Ttificate o ssolution. Vissolution NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | easterly side of Eastern Parkway, dis- 


NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | Of this Ce : : } 
a NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State Of the state of New Jersey, Do Hereby tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


bo b I, the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | tunt 112.79 feet southwesterly from an 
f. ) o e . 
Certify that the said corporation did. on ¢ Certify that the said ne did, on the 


Jersey, Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did. om the | angie in the said side of Eastern Park- 





me, Fifteenth day of November. 1961, file in Pinatas of NOGGie. ina Gi a ee eee fle be Fourteenth day of November, 1961, file in =a —_ ae pe sae oe feet 
ms office a duly executed and attested consent pela i wae 8% pase ; | my office a duly executed and attested consent | S0Uthwesterly from = the intersection _ of 
in. writing to” the dissolution of said cor- | my office a duly ian and attested consent | | my ollie a ome executed and attested consent | jn writing to the dissolution of said cor- — oe Sagi —_ ae 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | im writing to the dissolution of said cor-| !9 writing to the ge aay of said cor- | poration, executed by all the stockholders nee 7 unease Manor Corpora on ons 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | poration, executed by all the stockholders | Poration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof, which said cousent and the record ands 0 Montrose Parl ‘ neorporated, 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | a¢ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | thence (1) southeasterly 119.17 feet: thenee 






















































































» i foresaid are now on file | thereof. which said consent and the record 

. 4 pe bars yee ng he provided by law. of the proceedings aforesaid are now on tile , f the proceedings aforesaid he now on file | fn my said office as provided by (2) southwesterly 41.29 feet; thence (3) 
be IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | in my said office as provided by la in my said office as provided law IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. } | northwesterly 129.41 feet to the aforesaid 
pal bave hereto set my hand and af- IN TaehMone WHEREOF. 1 TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereto set my hand and af-|side of Eastern Parkway; thence (4) 
t fixed my official seal. at Trenton, have hereto set my hand and #! have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my official seal. at Trenton, | 2 Ttheasterly along the said line of East- 

Bex ¢ ae fixed mv official seal. at Treston fixed my official seal. at Trenton, picked ern Parkway 40 feet to the place of 
te : é of November . : : P Thirty-first ds e Ceiche this Fourteenth day of November, beg rinning, ; shown on map or plan of 
' a : : oS ie teent of Nove (Seal) <1k: ane theu Pe aa Reva a (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundre?j} tots of Tuxedo Manor Corporation, duly 

pea m Sea nine hundred | ‘"e@! igh Any tie Ne ie nd_ sixty-one. hate fited in the Register’s Office of Essex County 

14 = “sa EDWAR ‘PATTEN E WARD J. PATTEN and known as #104 Eastern Parkway. 

b3 655: 40 php a eiepar Secretaru of State. — Les 7 oS. 30. % “ee $s2:001 "See auonontunne a t of the Jud t 
Z #h 7. Secretary State : a 9 eh a ai ¢ ,| L.. Nov. 3 ee. 7 $21.6 i amount 0 e Judemen 
L.J N > ‘ ‘ sa 1.60 era = d Soreece ess ay en i is the sum of 

o = a ae wo Dollars and 
by STATE OF NEW JERSEY NEW JERSEY ee ee ce chan together with 

he DEPARTMENT OF STATE ‘ E OF : ea STATE ; [ ENT OF ST: £ sien. ciate a 
* CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION vee LER ARTMENT DLUTION ICATE OF ee SSOLUTION r CERTIPIC gthee OF DISSOLUTION Newark, N. J., October 30, 1961 
a To. =>. whom these presents may come, | , est Sle bU AL nid: widen Conta To all to whom ‘these presents may come, a nl whom these presents may come, JOUN ‘A. PAOLERCIO, ‘Acting Sheriff 

my 4 ‘ ‘i ; : ; Gerald W. Kolb: 0 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. It appears to satisfaction WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | + | bie 9 a, 03° 9 ac nee: $35.91 
t i 5 appears to my satisfaction ave to my satisfaction. |). ly i * ord of th reed v. 74 35 
y duly authenticated record of the proceed- Pe Prenesds Or her onineed: “aticated record of the vroceed- | PY duly authenticated record of the wroceed |” sci 

td ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof tae fae pg juntar a dieuatatian " theseof voluntary dissolution thereof Hale for the voluntary oe — = , , 

‘le by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | |”! ar ada Fea Gcimecik ‘of all the stock. | 0S, the unanimous consent of all the stock- | )'¥ the unanimous consent of all the stoc ake notice that on Thursday, December 
’ holders, deposited in my office that elders deuoiited a my offic that ; holders. deposited in my office that holders, denosited in my office that 21. 1961, at § ) in the forenoon, we, Arnold 
e EL-GRO HOLDING ©O Beto eee aa renter el pasion : NATCO EQUIPMENT - ELIZABETH WINTHROP ASSOCIATES, INC. Zabusky and Elaine Zabusky, his wife. shall 
ia i of t te I REALTY COMPANY, INC. : ‘t METUCHEN aa i this State, whose principal | aprly to the Berg zen County Court, Court 
‘eh Of ae OPS “| a cory of this State, whose principa at No. 100 78th Street, in the | Hous New Jersey, for a Judg- 
= vk Avenue. | office is situated at N Me nlo Park Shoppi ing North Bergen, County of Hudson, | ment £ us to assume the names 

Ex ae eS hey OP ~ sf : MI: aad mT fantan OM | ling the City of | State New Jersey (Robert Groadman | -\' ld Brann and Kapple Elaine 
oan ee eines “ it. “Middl sex, State of! being the agent therein and in charge thereof, a eee ye “s 1 Zabusky 
, | being the agent therein and in charge es rs ‘eisman being the] upon whom process may be served). haa i rol ‘ Z , mas y 
tle | upon whom process may be served). 14, ler thereof, upon | complied with the requirements of Title 14. “per ZaDUSKY 
| complied with the requirements of Title r has complied | Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes ard L. Albert 
— Corporations. General, of Revised eos 14: Coenen 66 Sew Jerse preliminary to the {ssuing | Atty ey or i laintiffs 
of New Jersey. preliminary eA the issuing R tutes of New| of this Certificate of Dissolution. $5 Chureh § reet 
| of this Certificate of Dissolution. 2 : issuing of this NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | Ptersen 1 N w Jersey - is 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of - : eR Ae State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | L.J Nov. 23, 30, Dee. 7, 14 $10.71 
. State of the State of New Jersey. in peat THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | Certify that the said corporation did, on the »—W—— — ia linea thas 
se, x ; ir bh ‘ertify penne the ge se on New Jersey, Do Hereby | Fourteenth day of November, 1961, file in SHERIFF'S SALE 
ms office @ duly executed and attested consent | lay of Novembe 1961, Mle is 1 « ition did, on the} my office a duly executed and attested consent SUPERIOR (LAW) H-2 
fine a | ; hirkecwe Giennbece: td : : ted consent SUPERIOR (LAW) H-28$ 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | my office a duly executed and attested consent 1) » 1961. file in| tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JFRSEY 





poration, executed by all the stockboldere | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | my office a duly executed and attested consent poration, executed by all the stockholders er y cy. 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | poration, executed by all the stockholder | {n writing to the dissolution of said cor- ihaveat “which said couse nt she the record 7 O5450, “s can 5 be 
- erie Sati Sowden %., Plaintiff 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file uted by all the stockbolder# | of th ing: r 4 n ’ ‘ 
in See Galdl Clit sa usadiled be tx i the proceedings aforesaid are now on file vs Vine nt Cea and. Vincent. Yue. Die 
endants FX ECUTIC 












thereof, which said cousent and the record | poration 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | thereuf. which said cou and the record | jn my paid office as provided by law 
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1] in my said office as provided by law. of the proceeding are now on file O aa ner 
have hereto set my hand and af- IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J in mr said ed by law. son TESTIMONY" WITEREOE. P By of the nt stated writ of 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. have hereto set my hand and af- IN WHEREOF, 1 fixed my official seal. at Trenton, | Executi » me directed, I shall expose 
po ace ‘ fixed my official seal. at Trenton, have hand and af for ss Publie Vendio. fe Roo 508 
(Seal) ee a : P +36 Tay he oe Secauine ixed seal. at Trenton this Fourteenth day of November. ] Ffaq) of corde (Board Wace! Re 008, 
Sea 1ousand e is h day of November. (Seal) A.D., one * yusand nine hundred] jy Nay; rave ait’ ieataa. ihe i2t vom) 
PATTEN Es sic asta See eee t Phirt rst day of October and sixty comber a at 1:30 PM (Prevailing 

ee > ana ss pK « Se ) one thousan 2 ¢ J J ‘EN — 4 ‘ « 
; State | DAWA | PATTEN, (Seal) r a = usand nine hundred — ale J fi N '. all the right, title and interest of 
Ls-9--—No : $21.60 Secretary of State EDWARD J. PATTEN L.J.— Nov. 23, 30, Dee. 7 $21.60 defendants, of, in and te 
—- ss -| L.J.—Nov. 25, 30, D 7 $21.60 Secretary of State. : mee tract aren of land a premises 
. _— aa ite ving weing in the Cit o 
; STATE OF NEW JERSEY le S28 SahG STATE OF NEW JERSEY Newark. Essex County, New Jersey: 
e DEPARTMENT OF STATE } rated tober 31, 1961 = DEPARTMENT OF STATE BEGINNING in the northwesterly Mne of 
- CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION ESTATE OF ALBE RT BU THMANN, STATE OF NEW_JERSEY CERTMFICATE OF DISSCLUTION N. %th Street (formerly Engene Pl) at 
* To all to whom these presents may come, lec 1 DEPARTMENT OF STATE To all to whom these presents may come, | the nthe 1 rner of land conveved 
t Greeting: to the order of DAVID H CEKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Greeting: tr | Need vecccaed ta 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ogate of the County of Essex | To all to whom these presente may come, WIHIEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, which corner {1s dia- 
¥ by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- >» on the application of tbe Greeting: by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- or lees Northeasteriy 
: ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof “x Executrix of aid decesexi WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | ings for the voluntary disseiution thereof corner of N. Sth 
- by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | notic ereby given to the creditors of saic | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- Ave russia sdneal 
holders, deposited in my office that icceasead to exhibit to the subscriber. unde | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | holders, deposited in my office that reet (formerly Engene 
RUBINOW EDGE TOOL WORKS. IN | oath or affirmation, their claims and demand: | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- SCHOOL TIME TOGS. INC. min. Fast 45.21 
tion of ti rs “ & | t the estate of said deceased within sia holders, deposited in my office that corporation t whose principal 38 min. West 100 
NG ‘ } 





isterly line of lands con 





Journal Square, in 








hig date, or they will be foreve: vy. B. HOL 
n t t IL Ass’n by deed 

























































































s situa i 
Che A ] } sph eee, ae recovering the ss rpor ne erteche he Ci of : 7 of Hudson. a 420: South 44 
State of New se Marvin Wax eas r ( 2LO BUTHMANN iy? \ Shopping | state of ew Jersey (A. L. Goldstein page 420: Sou 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | pp > EK cH oi fave - a ee “Mr being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | ; Ts a — South 
upon whom process may be served). mab Sie ? pes We upon whom procese may be served). has | : 100.38 ack :. Sows 
complied with the requirements of Title sie > ' complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Kr rect to the 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes Dec. 7 * Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 401 Ee 638-638 
o of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing bas of New Jerses. preliminary to the issuing 701 Lots 88-39 on 
of this Certificate of Dissolution Mes of this Certificate of Dissolution. MN a acemmcabarataiats - — , - 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of c NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of |,. 5, : le amoun OF the In4dgment 
State of the State of New Jerses, 1h Hereby iT. » d. State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Four TI , r sale is the snm of 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the ‘ursuant to the order of. ‘DAVID H ‘ , Coreen that the said ee did. on the ! ;, R ndred and Nineteen 
: ‘ TIENER, S the County of Essex did . secretary 0 sn | Cents (%4.919 87) 
: Sevent la tN r r e i ‘ Do Herebs fteenth day of November, 1961, file inj together f thi 7 
application of th Pedal 7 | ee t = sale 
' my office a “duly executed and attested consent of said deceased | !' n did, on the! my y allies a duly laid and attested consent | ewark, N November 6, 1961 
. in writing to the dissolution _ of eal id cor- to the creditors o hirty-first of October, 1961, file in| tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- | TOKINA PAOT F he 10. Acting Sherif? 
f poration, executed by ail the stockholders | ‘ to it to the subscriber | my office a duly executed and attested consent | poration, executed by all the stockholders; | | Walter 4 Boers. Attorney 
‘ thereof, which said cousent the record | ‘ jon, their claims anc | in writing of said cor-| thereof. which said consent and the record | Nov. 16, 23, 30, Dee. 7 24.8% 
= the a gs i oresai a lita fle | t estate of said decease: | poration, exe stockholders of the proceedings Baggs By ag te on file; ——_—— ——EE re 
QM Diy said office Druvided OF law. | wit this date, or the) hereof, wh the reco in my said office provide yy law. ane > ¢ 
IN TESTIMON 3 WHEREOF, from prosecuting © be the proc now on file IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 aii a Ry 10, 1961 
have hereto set my hand and at- against the subseriber | in my said « ed by law. have hereto set my hand and af- vient ta oh MA ? iT. coceaaees 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton GEDNEY, JR IN WHEREOF, I fixed mv official seal, at Trenton, tal ee 1e order of DA ID H 
+} ee Pe oa a IR Po inre hav “t my hand and af- ER, Surrogate of the County of Kasex. 
: 2 * Seventes R., Attorney ~ yee ek acu on San : this Fifteenth day of November,| this day made on the application of tre 
4 oid -ggle ee ue ; es Sana ei Sea! A-D.. one thousand nine bundred and | unde abalurteomess i cee of = deceased 
hes = wa = i r qay I ctober, Sixty-one * * ereony fiven fo the i 
ED A RD AOR, N ‘, 14 (Seal) A.D one thousand nine bundred EDWARD J. PATTEN, ald deceased to oxhthit to gat anne Be 
L.d=-Nos ea0. Dae 7 221.60 3 oper ; ea of State. inder oath or affirmation. their ciaims and 
Ree vy. 2 3 I ri 2 NOTICE E v PATTEN L.J No 3, 30, Dee. 7 $21.60] demands against the eatate of sald deceased 
—_——— - ——— | TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN = ype ee State. aT nme (i. 2... 0.8 
; ‘4 is — — j AKE NOTICE that Dece mber 14, | be OV 6. 2 - * he foreve rred ¢ - 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 1 30 o'clock iz ieremaia 4. the: | ee en STATE OF NEW JERSEY | ecowssten te gto neatnat pager nm. © 
| CERTIFICATE, OF DISSOLUTION ve STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE "ESSLER 
ai Ge CR Thege aPedcnEar Cae cai will DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE OF INSSOLUTION 
fd whom these presents may come, , them CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 77 28 whom these presents may come, 
YHERE fact THONY ef FI CTs o all to whe ese prese ¢ pinbabycoane 6 
Mg ey ae Senne: te my pigeon a FRANCIS. CAR OL e yn sm a : * zt tention whom these presents may come, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 7. 14 
| ings for the vol untary thereof | 1. ana AD RIE NN SUZANNE | WHEL 8 +8 appears to my satisfaction. by d — authentic -d record of the proceed- 
i tANCIS by duly autbent 1 record of the vruceed- | ;"F*, for the voluntary dissolution thereof lated: Nove ( 
by the unanimous consent all the stock- ANTHONY P. FRAN ; : i “pelle ss by the unanimous consent of all the stock- Dated: November 10, 1961 
holders. deposited in my office that aA Caraenan RANCISCHETTI. ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | jiyiurs deposited ea: 4 ESTATE OF EDITH S. ROELL, deceased 
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Sixt th di c 3 1961, f zi aii to whom these presents may come, he S Ne Do Hereby | Sixteenth day of November, 1961, file in| L.J Nov. 16, 23. 30, Dee. 7, 14 
m of ly ex ated and attested consent sreeting: ! t n did. mn the 
in. ole 4 daly executed « ution of said com | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction rs fet 1961, file in| f. fhe 4 yg ge ge pd EEE oe oe 
by duly authenticated record of the vruceed- | ms office a duly mana ont ‘attested consent | poration. executed by all ESTATE OF ANNA M. BEDELL, deceased 





poration, executed by all the stockholders | cs the stockholders 
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” : i TIENER 


; { re now I hy i . ft be "ancaieaee 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | ty the unanimous consent of all the stock poration, executed by all the stockholders | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file Snrrogate of the County of Easer. 



















































{n my said office as provided by law. holders. deposited in my office that thereof, which said counent and the record | in mr said office as provided by law. this day made on the application of the 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J BUSINESS INTERIORS of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J inistrator of said deceased 
have hereto set ms hand and af- € +h Rate whaas i in my said office as provided la have hereto set my hand and af- to the creditors of 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. it IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, | § to the subscriber 
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(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine ‘ Jersey (Jack J. haa i seal. at Trenton. | (seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and | within at the, catalan of date. ‘oe tan 
De ae santana | being the agent therein and in charge priate this st day of October. sixty-one will or barred from nroseenting o- 
g mrt J; P ATT Pe | pon whom process may be served). has | (Seal) musand nine hundred EDWARD J. PATTEN, recovering the same against the anheerther 

racer Secretary of State. so: o,,| complied with the requirements of Title 14 ne Secretary of State. THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 

Fe Nov. 23, 30. Dec. 7 $21.60 | i : l. of EBevised Statutee J. PATTEN, L.J.—Nov. 23. 30, Dee. 7 $21.60 | 1 IN CONNOLLY. At , : 

iminary to the iesuiny creta of State. 1 nmerce Street j 
I N _ Dissointion L.J.—Nor. 16, 2 3 a:0( ‘ Matinee (oN N. J 
ee ae a Secretary 66) ———— Dated: Novembe 961 | L.J.-Nov. 16 30. Dec. 7, 1 
ESTATE OF GRACE EDWARDS WESSON, ry. De Hereby lated: October 23, ESTATE OF LILLIAN 3. BRIDGEMAN, ay ht.—Sow. 26. 38. 30, Dee. 7. 
“eased Certile that the sald ¢ corporation did. on t* COX a/k/a STEVEN deceased . 5 a Dated: Nove 
he i EVE ate ovember 2, 1961 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H./¢g th day of November. 1961, file in Pursuant to the order of DAVID H./ ESTATE OF HARRY KAPLAN, deceased 


DAVID H.| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, Pursnant to the order of DAVID H 
» County of Essex,| thie day made on the application of the| WIFNFR. Snrrogate of the County of Baser 
application of the| undersigned. Executora of said deceased.| this dav made on the apniteation of the 
of said deceased,| notice is hereby given to the creditors of | undersicned Executrix of eald deceased 
o the creditors of| «aid deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. | notice is hereby ziven to the creditors of said 
to the subseriber,| under oath or affirmation, their claime and} deceased to exhibit to the subacriber, under 
their claims and| jemands against the estate of said deceased | oath or affirmation, their claims and de 





WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
¢ 


this day made on the app! cat! nD my sien a duly executed and attested consent 


1, Executric: of sai in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
notice is hereby given the ered poration, executed by all the stockholders 


n to 
eaid deceased. to exhibit to the subscribers, | thereof. which said cousent and the record 
under oath or affirmation, their cla! of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 








in my said office as provided by law. 



















demands against the estate of said decease! | ' 4 A 

b i ¢ IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. } 
pt ae months from this pene a. they have uarata ase ae. Ga aeecak te of said deceased | within six monthe from this date, or they | mands against the estate of said deceact 
ill be forever barred from ose z or . A B this date, or they| will be forever barred from prosecuting or| within «} onthe fro 

> i th bseri Raed mv official sez) st Trenton ix mont rom this date. or they 
recovering the same against the subseribers maa 7 from prosecuting or| recovering the same against the subscribers. | will he forever barred from prosecuting or 

MARJORIE WESSON FRANCI : this Seventeenth day -of -November, | recoverir - against the subscriber. PETER BRIDGEMAN recovering the same against the eubscriber. 
wanttel uae a cane arty Seal sD. ouv thousaud nine hundred EDWARD F. MERREY, JR. JOHN RO RRIDGEMAN ant os 
) °S, Attorneys anc sixty-one. Merrey & M Attorneys WHITING, MOORE & PHILLIPS, Attor t¢ y 

744 Broad Street EDWARD J. PATTEN, 140. Market a 744 meces Pape neys gee p= ROTHSCHILD, Attorneys 
Newark 2. N. J. Necretaru of State. Paterson, Newark 2. N. J Newark 2. NJ 








U.J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23, 30, Dec. 7 LL.J.—Nov. 23. 30, Dee. 7 $21.60] L.J.—Nov. 2. 9, 16. 23, 30 L.J.—Nov. 9. 16, 23, 30, Dec. 7 L.J.—Nov. 9. 18, 23. 30. Dec. 7 
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Five Panels To Consider 
Legal-Medical Aspects 
Of Heart Disease 


The Third Annual Governor’s 
Conference on Workmens Com- 
pensation, to be held Wednes- 
day, December 6th, at the Rob- 
ert Treat Hotel in Newark, will 
present five panel discussions on 
aspects of workmen’s compensa- 
tion for heart disease. The pan- 
el topics will be Legal Aspects of 
Compensability of Heart Disease, 
Medical Aspects of Compensabil- 
ity of Heart Disease, Evaluation 
of Cardiac’s Work Potential, 
Pathologist’s View of Compen- 
sability of Heart Cases, and Is 
A Broad Second Injury Fund A 
Solution To The Heart Problem? 
The compensability forums will 
be held in the morning and the 
other three in the afternoon. 

Moderators of the panels, in 
the order stated, will be Work- 
men’s Compensation Judges Rog- 
er W. Kelly, George F. Neutze, Al- 
fred J. Napier, Maurice A. Kaltz 
and G. Robert Winfield. The pan- 
elists include outstanding au- 
thorities and physicians in the 
field of heart disease as well as 
members of the Bar of New Jer- 
sey and other states. 

The Conference will conclude 
with a dinner, at which Dr. Paul 
Dudley White, President of the 
International Society of Cardi- 
ology Foundation will be the 
speaker. 

Reservations for the Dinner 
are $7.50 each and should be 
made with Judge Winfield at 
1100 Raymond Blvd., Newark. 





Commercial Law League To Meet In New York 





The Commercial Law League 
of America will hold its 41st An- 
nual Regional Meeting in New 
York City, December 9-11. Ap- 
proximately 600 are expected to 
attend. In addition to business 
and social activities, the meeting 
will include a comprehensive ed- 
ucational program as well. This 
feature of the meeting is open 
to members and non-members 
alike, and will be held Saturday, 





December 9, 1961, at the Roose- 
velt Hotel. | 
The morning session will be} 
devoted to “The Status of Tax| 
Claims in Bankruptcy and Re-| 
organization Proceedings” and | 
“The Status of Tax Liens in 
Bankruptcy and Reorganization 
Proceedings.” Sydney Krause of 
the New York Bar will be the 
speaker on the first topic. Mr. 
Krause is Chairman of the Bank- | 
ruptcy Committees of the Amer- | 
ican Bar Association and the} 
Commercial Law League of 
America. He is the author of | 
“Arrangements under Chapter 11| 
of the Bankruptcy Act,” publish- 
ed by the Practising Law Insti- | 
tute. Charles Seligson of the 
New York Bar and Harold Flan- 
agan of the Internal Revenue 
Service will be the speakers on 
the second topic. Mr. Seligson 
is the co-author of “Collier on 
Bankruptcy” (14th edition). 

In the afternoon session, “Pre- 
ferential Transfers Under the 
Bankruptcy Act” will be discuss- 
ed by a panel moderated by John 
E. Mulder of the Philadelphia 
Bar, the Director of the Joint 





Note New Address - 49 Edison Pl., Newark 2 
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FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 























3 DIFFERENT 


STARTING AT 


*Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 


New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 


offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 





ALL-STATE ortice suppty co. 


49 EDISON PLACE @ NEWARK 2, N. J. 


MArket 4-5577 











Committee on Continuing Legal 
Education of the American Law 
Institute and the American Bar 
Association. The speakers will 
include the Honorable William 
Lipkin, Referee in Bankruptcy, 
Camden, New Jersey, Harry A. 
Margolis of the New York Bar 
and Sydney Krause of the New 
York Bar. Problems which the 
speakers will consider include: 

Assignments of Accounts Re- 

ceivable 

Chattel Mortgages 

Conditional Sales 

Factors’ Liens 

Field Warehousing 

Real Property Mortgages 

Uniform Commercial Code Se- 

urity Interests 
Reservations for tne Saturday 


;Forum can be made by writing 
| to George 


Bloom, Secretary, Sec- 
ond District Regional Members 
Ass’n., Commercial Law League, 
36 West 44th St., New York. The 
|registration fee for the educa- 
|tional program is $15.00 for 
League members, $18.00 for non- 
members. The registration fee 
includes lunch and outline ma- 
terial. 

The balance of the regional 
meeting and committee activi- 
ties of the League will take place 
on Sunday, December 10, 1961, 
and Monday, December 11, 1961. 
The meeting concludes with a 
dinner on the latter date. 


MOHAMMED ON THE 

JUDGING OF JUDGES 
(ACCN)—“There is no judge 
who hath decided between men, 
whether justly or unjustly, but 


| will come to God’s court on the 


Day of Resurrection held by the 
neck by an angel; and the angel 
will raise his head towards the 
heavens and wait for God’s 
orders; and if God ordereth to 
throw him [the judge] into hell, 
the angel will do it from a height | | 
of forty years’ journey. *__(From | 


the Sayings or Tradition of Mo- 
hammed, as translated by the 
English Orientalist, Stanley | ye 


Lane-Poole.) 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
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In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 

CLA — 

240 Mulberry St., 

Newark 1, N. J. 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


KNOW- 
prac- 








ATTORNEY WITH ACCOUNTING 
ledge wanted to associate in genera: 
tice. Paterson. N.J.; MU 4-4444. 
ATTORNEY; EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
for advancement. Minimum 5 years general 
and trial experience. Give detailed resume 
and salary requirement. OLA 292. 


NEW JERSEY 


TRIAL 
ATTORNEYS 


a 
ND 








INEXPE PRIE NCED 
Newark, N. J 
for ric 


A Work and provi 
ting salary and family 








A 837 OR 
MR 


WRITE CL 


PHONE MArket 4-0003, MARLEY 





YOUNG ATTORNEY, PREFERABLY WITH 


some experience in trial work for a busy 
office in Middlesex County. Please state 
qualifications, age, experience, and salary 


desired. CLA 847. 





NEW ARK LAW FIRM SEEKS 

able u an wit general practice background 
of at ’ experience in trial work, 
l Excellent salary 


ATTORNEY, 













and immedi ate for partnership. 
State age, ql and experience. 
Replies held co CLA 862 









ATTOR NEY FOR NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 
o > emphasis on 
1 experience preferred, 
permanent association and 
SSS 








TAX ATTORNEY IN NEWARK REQUIRES 









Sista e of young lawyer with knowledge 
te and Federal tax m and 

in both fie ids. ig write 

) conm- 

CLA 











Bankruptcies 


Bankruptcies before Referees Lipkin. Tallyn 
and Fisbberg 


view Dr., 


assets 





Essex Weekly Call 


SUPERIOR COURT AND 
a COUNTY COURT 
EEKLY CALL 


“DEC EMBER 8, 1961 


FRIDAY. 







R COU NTY 
TENDON: N J. 


mR 2 
COURTS, 


Os, 








1¢ au 90° ¥ 
LEGAL SITE FILE CABINETS | 
USED & NEW 
Full Suspension—"A" Grade 
Complete Line of Office Equipment 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 
200 Montgomery St, Paterson, NJ 
LA 3-6153 


























ATTORNEY FOR 
‘ounty Shore office 


900, 


R YOUNG 


I ATTOR- 
ne for genera practice active Newark 
iW r CLA 878 
MIDDLESEX COU NTY At TIVE “FIRM 
require ttorr with l state 





preferably 


e CLA 901. 














Zo Daily ¢ Call 


LY CALI. (TRIAL LIST) 


I 
. We jay, Thursday, 
i 









5. 6, 7a 
i 













9:30 AM 
2-00 P. M.- 










EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


AGGRESSIVE YOUNG ATTORNEY SPEC. 
jalizing in negligence, seeks employment oz 
per diem or case basis. OL 3-1944. 


CAPABLE ATT’Y. AVAIL 








EXPERIEN‘ ED, 






















able on part time basis. Essex or Union 0. 
CLA 895. 
CAPABLE A oo NEY, 8 YEARS GENERAL 
experience, +Es case or per diem. work 
CLA 899. 
LEGAL SEOR E TARY—EX PERIPNCED: 
day week. Ten paid olidays. $90.00 
Reply CLA 905 
STENO, SECR oD ‘AR Y, LEGAL MUST BE 
ur take charge of files & 
practice in 
prevailing 











FOR RENT 


AIR CONDITIONED OFFICE, SUITE 813 
10 Commerce Court, Newark. MI 32-5850 








PURNISHE D, AIR-CON. 





FOR SALE 





FoR SALE 


Jersey Law & Equi 
40 Equity 


Short sets of Ww 

Reports—47 ‘fare 
New Je ‘rsey Eq } 
New Jersey Law Re 


New Jersey Mi 





a EASONA BLE 
LEROY MILLAR 


Main St., Paterson, N. J. | 
LAmbert 3-1803 | 





102 No. 











INFORMATION WANTED 





ANYONE HAVING INFORMATION CON. 

cerning the possible whereabouts of William 
Blake, who might have resided in Newark or 
in other parts of New Jersey, kindly contact 
Pooran ner, Saiber and Schlesinger, 11 Com- 
merce Street, Newark ; ee 


PARTNER WANTED 








PARTNERSHIP—PASSAIC COUNTY LIT! 

gation attorney with very active practice 
will consider partnership with aggressiv: 
practitioner—minimum 4 years experience 
with growing practice. Please indicate by 
letter will ingness to sit down in confidential 
but frank discussion. CLA 861. 





SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 








| $15 “per point of — in point furnished 
$15 r po : rgency or excerpting 
j services extra. 

Sam Weiss, 

380 Mt. Prospect Ave., 


Ne owark. N 
HUmboldt 2-5258 





GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSENT DE 
fendants located: affidavit of inquiry sur 
lied. Low fees. Excellent references. Frei 

B. Handlon, 243 Greylock Parkway, Belle 

ville 9, N. J. Tel. PLymouth 9-4169. 





HANDWRITING . 
qualified exami 
rated. Hanna F. 
Jackson Heights 72, 


DOCUMENT EXPERT 
expert testimony illus 
hae 35-30 8ist 8t 
N.Y.C. ILlinois 8-6174 





HANDWRITING EXPERT EXAMINEB 
documents. J. Howard Haring 
Row, New York 38, N.Y. BArclay 
7-8773. Res. Tel. Newark. N.J. HU 3-2104 








HANDWRITING EXPERT — SIGNATURES 





—Questioned documents. Illustrated Testi 
mony. Daniel S. Anthony, 92 Mt. Vernoz 
Place, hige ark, N. J. Days: MI 2-6009 


Evenings: ESsex 1-4864. 








OF HANDWRITINGS 
vurg; 22 Morgan Place 
WA 4-5813. Consultant 
Educational Testing Service 





Dp. 
y Onn e, 





E SE ARC = rags AVAILABLE TO MAKE 
*hes in Uni Essex, Morris, Bitdioon 
+t Counties. COMMTN 
435 West 5th Ave 





; ATTORNEY SPEC- 
t tort liability, available 











12:00 Ne 


; , Pros v 





Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT 
and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N.J. 

PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 

















PATERSON @ Toms 





Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized by N.J. Lawyers . Operated forN.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 
FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New BRUNSWICK 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 
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RiveER @ TRENTON 








wi >s wwe 


